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SUBVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE 
ESTABLISHMENTS AND INDUSTRY 





THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 19, 1953 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS OF THE 
C'OMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Boston, Mass. 

The subcommittee met at 9 a. m., pursuant to call, in courtroom 
No. 3, Federal Building, Boston, Mass., Senator Joseph R. McCarthy 
chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin. 
Present also: Roy M. Cohn, chief counsel; Francis P. Carr, executive 
director; Donald F. O’Donnell, assistant counsel. 

The CHarrMan. The committee will come to order. 

The purpose of this hearing this morning is to continue the investi- 
gations of the alleged Communist infiltration and espionage in various 
plants having to do with Government work, especially work for the 
Defense Department. 

The first witness this morning will be Mr. William Teto. 

Will you take the chair down here? Will you raise your right 
hand and be sworn, first? 

In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you solemnly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help vou God? 

Mr. Tero. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM H. TETO 


r 


The CHarrman. Mr. Teto, would you try and keep your voice up 
as much as you can, and lean forward and speak into the microphone? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Teto, as of this moment, are you a member 
of the Communist Party in good standing? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Will you tell us the circumstances of your joining 
the party? 

Mr. Tero. I was requested to join the party by the FBI, United 
States Department of Justice. 

The CuHarrMan. And how long ago did you join? 

Mr. Tero. In 1941. 

The CHarrMaANn. As far as you know, up to this moment, the 
Communist Party in this area does not know that you were working 
for the FBI? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. You mean they do not know at this]moment? 
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Mr. Tero. That is it. 

The Cuarrman. This may be a bit of a shock to them this morning, 
then. 

You joined in 1940 or 1941, was it? 

Mr. Tero. 1941. 

The CuarrmMan. At the request of the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation? 

Mr. Trro. Yes, sir. 

The CaarrmMan. Will you tell us what offices you have held in the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Tero. Recording secretary of the Fitchburg branch. I was a 
delegate to the convention, and labor schools, and various things, from 
the Fitchburg branch. 

The CuarrmMan. Did you attend Communist schools? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. What did they teach you at those Communist 
schools you attended? 

Mr. Tero. The Marxist theory of revolution. 

The Cuarrman. Where were some of those schools? 

Mr. Tero. Parker House, John Hancock, New England Mutual, 
Building Block, at Communist Party headquarters at 3 Hancock 
Street, Boston, Mass. 

The CuarrMan,. As recording secretary, you of course had occasion 
to have the names of a sizable number of members of the Communist 
Party who were active in that conspiracy, I assume. 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. This morning we are going to try and restrict this 
to the names of individuals who are here present at the hearing and 
who will have the opportunity to deny that they are Communists 
under oath if they care to. So as of this morning, we are not going 
to delve too deeply into the vast amount of information on the Com- 
munist conspiracy which you have. 

[ may say this, Mr. Teto. We have arranged for police protection 
for your family, and I understand that you are disturbed about what 
may happen when the Communist Party learns this morning that 
you have been working for the FBI during the past 13 years. The 
police department has assured us that your family will have complete 
police protection. 

In view of the fact that counsel has been spending a considerable 
period of time with you going over some of the background and the 
facts, I am going to turn the questioning over to Mr. Roy Cohn, the 
chief counsel of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Teto, did you ever work for General Electric Co.? 

Mr. TrtTo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. At what plant? 

Mr. Tero. Fitchburg plant of the General Electric Co. 

Mr. Coun. When you were working at the Fitchburg plant, were 
you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. Was there a Communist cell at the Fitchburg plant? 

Mr. TErTo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. As far as you know, does that cell still exist? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. About how many persons were in that cell? 
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Mr. Tero. Fifteen. 

The CuarrMan. May I say to the photographers, we have a rule 
that flash pictures will not be taken during the time a witness is 
testifying. It disturbs the witness too much. You can take all of 
the pictures you like, but do not use the flashbulb. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Teto, while you were working at General Electric 
and when you were a party member, and after you left the General 
Electric plant at Fitchburg, did you know any Communist Party 
members who worked at other plants of General Electric? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. Where? 

Mr. Tero. Lynn, Schenectady, Everett, and various other plants. 

Mr. Coun. I think that you spelled your name for us, T-e-t-o. 

Mr. Tero. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. We would rather not give the address, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Teto, to your knowledge, when you were a Communist, did 
you discover that there was a Communist cell at the General Electric 
plant at Lynn? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. And to your knowledge, do some members of that cell 
still work at the General Electric plant at Lynn? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Is the same true of the General Electric plant at 
Everett? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Now, did you, when working at General Electric, attend 
Communist Party mee tings with other employees at General Electric? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Can you tell us where some of those meetings were held? 

Mr. Tero. Building Block, Fitchburg; 3 Hancock Street, Boston. 

Mr. Conn. What was that address, Mr. Teto? 

Mr. Tero. Building Block, Fitchburg; and 3 Hancock Street, 
Boston. 

Mr. Coun. Those are two locations at which you attended—— 

Mr. Tero. There are other locations. 

Mr. Coun. Meetings with people who worked with you at General 
Electric? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. While you were working at General Electric, did you 
have access to any blueprints or materials there? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Would you say that you had free access? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. What kind of work was being done there then? 

Mr. Tero. Classified work for the Navy. 

Mr. Coun. On what, in particular? 

Mr. Tero. Turbines. 

Mr. Conn. On Navy turbines? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Did the Communists who worked at the General Elec- 
tric plant at Lynn and at Everett have access to classified material? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Coun. How did you know or come to know that? 
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Mr. Tero. We used to exchange information in Lynn and Sche- 
nectady, at the Fitchburg office 

Mr. Coun. I would like to ask you this: Did you at any time in 
the 1940’s attend any Communist meetings at which there were any 
discussions about the Communist Party plans for General Electric 
and other defense plants in this area, in particular, and in other areas 
throughout the ? 

Mr. TretTo What vear was that 

Mr. Coun. Well, I just want to know if you attended any such 
meetings . 

Mr. Tero. I have. 

Mr. Conn. Could vou tell us about those meetings? L would like 


vou to tell us when they took place, where they took place, and, as 
} 


best you recall, who was present, and what was said. 
Mr. Tero. In 1945, we were sent a letter by Richard Linsley, in- 


country: 


9) 


ternational representative of the United Electrical Workers, to at- 
tend a meeting at 3 Hancock Sti t, Boston, Mass 

Mr. Con Let me ask you, was Mr. Linsley a member of the 
Communist Party 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. This meeting was a “‘must,’”’ and we had to 
attend this meeting. This meeting was run at that time bv the 


organizational director of the Communist Party, Fannie Hackman. 
Fannie Hackman advised us UE members it was our duty to colonize 
the General Electric plants and all basic industries of America; that 
we would organize small groups of three people in cells in the General 
Electric plants, and Simonds Saw & Steel, and Independent Lock Co. 
in Fitchburg, Mass., to the end that when the Communists are ready 
for the revolution, they want the American people to be ready for the 
revolution. 

Mr. Conn. You mentioned the address at 3 Hancock Street. 
What was 3 Hancock Street? 

Mr. Tero. The West End Communist Club 

Mr. Coun. And was Fannie Hackman a well-known leader of the 
Communist Party in Boston? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir 

Mr. Conn. And the Mr. Linsley you have named is a Communist 
Partv member, is that correct? 

Mr. TrETo Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Now, is that the only meeting you attended 

The Cuarrman. I would like very much, in view of the fact that 
we will not be back here for hearings for some time because of the 
investigation of the Signal Corps, to if possible avoid naming any 
names this morning other than, No. 1, people who are here and can be 
called before the committee this morning to deny or admit they are 
Communists, or, No. 2, the well-known Communists, of course. [| 
know the witness does not know who is here this morning, so you may 
have difficulty restricting it to those people, but if you would try to, I 
would appreciate it 

Mr. Coun. We will certainly try that, Mr. Chairman. 

You say 3 Hancock Street was the Communist Club in Boston 
at that time, is that right? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Were all of those present at the meeting members of 
the Communist Party? 


| 
\] 
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Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. Which was a Communist meeting, was it? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. And you have no doubt that those instructions were 
instructions being handed down from the Communist leadership? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Now, I wonder if you could expand for us a little bit on 
just what was said at that meeting, what they were hoping to accom- 
plish, and how they hoped to do it. 

Mr. Tero. They wanted to colonize all of the General Electric 
plants and basic industries, and the orders we got that day were to 
colonize the General Electric plants, and work on Simonds Saw & Steel 
and the Independent Lock, who were doing vital war work. 

Mr. Coun. What do you mean by the term ‘‘colonize’’? 

Mr. Tero. Well, to take over the control of the shops. It was felt 
that three cell members working in any war plant was better than all 
of the outright cells or any other type of cells that we could accom- 
plish at that time. 

Mr. Coun. Those were the instructions given at that meeting, is 
that right? 

Mr. Tero. It was a ‘‘must.” 

Mr. Coun. Do you know whether or not any of those instructions 
were carried out there? 

Mr. Trro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Was that discussed at subsequent meetings 

Mr. Trto. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Now, I would like to ask you this, Mr. Teto: You have 
testified that you are a member of the Gemomogial Party as of this 
moment, is that right? 

Mr. Trro. Yes, sit 

The CuHarrMANn. I do not imagine you will be very long after they 
hear this testimony. 

Mr. Conn. You made up your mind a while ago that you would 
leave the Communist Party, and that you would respond to subpena 
by duly authorized representatives of the people of the United States 
and give the people of the country the benefit of the mformation you 
gained about the Communist conspiracy, is that right? 

Mr. Trro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Would you tell us why you arrived at that decision 

Mr. Tero. Well, I felt that the people of the United States were 
entitled to know and should know of the danger of communism 
throughout America. I felt that I did a service to the United States 
of America, and I felt I wanted to get back with my family again. 

Mr. Coun. You had considerable family difficulties, I assume, 
when they thought you were a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Trro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. I think, Mr. Chairman, the success of Mr. Teto as an 
undercover agent in the Communist Party and the information he has 
been able to “gather is just one other tribute to the magnificent job 
being done by the Federal Bureau of Investigation under the great 
le sadership of J. Edgar Hoover, making a great contribution to this 
country. 

The CuarrmMan. I would certainly second that. 


) 
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May I ask you, Mr. Teto, I assume that you had many difficult 
moments over the past 13 years in all of your friends thinking you 
were a Communist, and you could not tell them, I assume, that you 
were an undercover agent for the FBI. 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. How about your close relatives; could you even 
tell your father, or the people very close to you? Did you tell them 
you were an undercover agent? 

Mr. Trro. No, sir. 

The CHarrMan. I understand you have a brother doing important 
work, and the situation became such that your brother felt he could 
not even associate with you. 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Teto, as the chairman indicated this morning, we 
don’t want to go into the names of Communists you know at the 
General Electric plant, except for those who we have been able to get 
here, so they will have an opportunity this morning to come forward 
and comment on or deny or do whatever they wish with reference to 
your testimony. But I would like to ask you this: Could you estimate 
for us the number of Communist Party members you knew to be 
working at the various General Electric plants i in this area? 

Mr. Tero. Roughly about 30 in Lynn, 15 in Fitchburg—— 

Mr. Coun. Fifteen at Fitchburg and about thirty at Lynn? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Do you know whether or not there are any secrets from 
the Communist Party at those plants, in view of this? 

Mr. Tero. No, sir. 

Mr. Coun. You feel there were not? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. In view of the large number of Communists working 
there - 

The CuarrMan. May I interrupt there a moment. 

We all, of course, realize how important the work of GE is to our 
national defense, and I think everyone concedes that if the Com- 
munist Party has a complete picture of the secret and confidential 
work being done at GE and the various new developments, that 
that would be of tremendous benefit to the Communists. 

Is it your testimony this morning, Mr. Teto, that as a member of 
the Communist Party up to this very moment, an active member, 
attending the meetings where instructions were handed out, that you 
feel that up to this moment there are no secrets from the Communist 
Party in the GE plants? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMaNn. Did the Communist Party consider this of 
tremendous importance? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. I think we should point out at this time that 
General Electric is a natural place for infiltration by the Communist 
Party. I do not want to at this time have this considered as an 
indictment of GE. We have had some of their security officers 
before us, and I frankly have been impressed by those security 
officers, and I have been disturbed by the lack of authority given 
to some of those security officers. That has been explained to me 
by some of the security officers who came before us by the fact that 
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up until very recently they felt there was no great desire on the 
part of anyone in Government to have the place cleaned up. 

I get the impression that there is a new attitude on the part of GE, 
but I do think they have a long way to go. I might say at this time 
that I have been very much disturbed, and I say this for the benefit 
of the GE officials—very much disturbed that GE has not taken the 
attitude that President Eisenhower has. He has taken the attitude 
that there is no place in Government for “fifth amendment’? Com- 
munists, or ‘fifth amendment” espionage agents. 

I sincerely hope that GE follows that along to its logical conclusion 
and takes the position that there is no place in Government work, and 
certainly not work handling secret defense material, for “fifth amend- 
ment’’ Communists or “fifth amendment”’ espionage agents; aad some 
of those “fifth amendment” cases will appear here this morning, men 
who are working as of today at GE. 

Pardon me for interrupting your questioning, Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Teto, I want to ask you this: While you were a 
membe : of the Communist Party, did you know a man by the name of 
Mills, Nat Mills? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Did you know him as a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. And was he working at General Electric? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. As far as you know, he is in the Communist Party 
as of this moment? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the discipline of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. A man under Communist Party discipline, if 
ordered to commit sabotage or espionage, would be bound to do so, 
is that correct? 

Mr. Tero. To follow the top leadership of the Communist Party; 
yes, sir. 

The CHAtRMAN. Mr. Mills was in yesterday, and made a statement 
to the press, after he left, that he had nothing to hide and that he 
wanted a public hearing. 

We will ask him to stand up now and be identified. Mr. Mills, will 
you stand up? 

Mr. Mixts. I am here, sir, and I would like to cross-examine this 
witness if this is going to be 

The Cuarran, Will you turn around and look at this man and 
see if this is the Mills you referred to? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. I will not hear from you, Mr. Mills, until we ask 
you a question. We will give you the opportunity later this morning, 
if you want it. 

Mr. Kantrovitz, your client, Mr. Mills, will be given the oppor- 
tunity, if he wants it, to come forward and deny the fact that he is a 
member of the Communist Party. When he was before the committee 
yesterday, he said he would not tell us whether he was a Communist 
or not, on the ground that the truth would incriminate him. 
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[ will not hear from him now, and I will hear no speeches from him. 
He will not use this committee as a transmission belt for the Com- 
munist Party unless he wants to come forward and tell us whether or 
not he is a Communist. 

[ may say in that connection that I would like to see some of these 
Communists, sometime, who would have the guts to come up and say, 
“T am not ashamed of being a Communist.’’ If they believe com- 
munism is right, then they should not be hiding behind the fifth 
amendment 

Now, you can talk to him, and if he wants to come before the 
committee and if he will either say he is a Communist or that he is not, 
we will be glad to hear him. If he wants to come up and tell us he is a 
Communist, he has a right to be one, vou understand, and we will 
hear from him We will not hear from any fifth-amendment Com- 
munists who weasel around and hide behind the fifth amendment. 

You can talk to him, and the only condition upon which I will 
hear from either you or your client is if he wants to come up and 
answer the question whether he is or is not a Communist. I said that 
is the only condition upon which I will hear from you. 

Mir. Kanrrovirz. I demand m\ right to cross-examine 

The CHatRMAN. You understood me. 


We will ask the marshal to take this man out, unless he wants to 
have his client come in and answer either ‘‘ves” or ‘‘no”’ as to whether 
he isa Communist. 

Mr. Kanrrovirz. This is a misstatement in the record. 

The Cu AIRMAN, W I] vou remove counsel? He can come back in 
if he wants to deeids 


Mr. KANTROVITZ. Do vou want him to appei rand tell his storv? 


The CaarrMan. The only story I want to hear from him, Mr. 
Counsel, is an answer to the question whether he is or is not a Com- 
munist. 

Just a moment, Mr. Marshal. 

Just so there is no misunderstanding on the part of counsel or his 
client, if Mr. Mills wants to come before the committee and tell us 
whether he is or is not a Communist, I will hear from him. I do not 
mind hearing from a man who says he is a Communist. He has got 
a right to be one, regardless of what we think about him. I will not 
hear from him and I will not hear from you unless and until your client, 
under oath, will tell me whether he is or is not a Communist. 

Now, he has been named as one, and named as a man under Com- 
munist Party discipline as of today, a most serious charge. We 
arranged to have him here so he can deny that. We have a great 
number of other Communists whom this witness can name. 

Mr. Kanrrovirz. Just to keep the record clear, my clients both 
yesterday denied being involved or engaged, directly or indirectly, 
in espionage or sabotage. In connection with their rights as to beliefs 
and associations, they asserted their rights under the Bill of Rights. 
They are prepared, based on the subpena issued to them, to appear 
and to testify. They are aware of their rights, and they will answer 
for themselves. 

I ask that they be afforded that opportunity to answer for them- 
selves, 

The CuairMAn. Do you understand what the Chair tells you? If 
they want to tell us whether they are Communists or not, I will hear 
from them. I will not hear from fifth-amendment Communists. 


1< 
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Mr. Kanrrovirz. They will invoke whatever rights they have 
under the Bill of Rights. 

The CuatrMan. I do not want togointothat. Your client is being 
given the opportunity this morning to come up here, under oath, and 
state whether he is a Communist or not. Yesterday, he refused to 
tell us whether he was a Communist, and he refused to tell us his 
association with Communists, and his association with Communists 
handling secret material. 

I hate to become boresome by repetition, but I will not hear from 
him unless he wants the opportunity to tell us whether he is or is not 
a Communist. I am not going to have a Communist come up here 
and make a long speech and use this as a transmission belt to Com- 
munists. You can leave, and you can talk to him. We will give 
you till about 11 o’clock, and you can find out if he wants to come 
back and tell us whether he is a Communist or not. 

You may go. 

(Mr. Kantrovitz and Mr. Mills were escorted from the room.) 


Mr. Conn. Now, Mr. Teto, did you know a man by the name of 
Goodwin? 


Mr. Trro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Robert Goodwin? 

Mr. Trto. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Did you know him as working at General Electric? 

Mr. Trro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. At the Lynn plant? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Did you know him to be a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. I think Mr. Goodwin is here, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Will Mr. Goodwin stand up? Mr. Goodwin? 

We will ask the marshal to call Mr. Goodwin. 

Will you stand up there, Mr. Goodwin? 

Will you take a look at this man, Mr. Teto? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Is this the Mr. Goodwin whom you identified as a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Goopwin. I demand the right to cross-examine this man, 
The American law says I have the right to cross-examine that man 
there. 

The CHatrMan. No Communist will cross-examine our witnesses. 

Mr. Goopwin. You are going to make a political speech here. 
It is just typical. That is what is going on here now. 

The CuHarrmMan. Will you remove Mr. Goodwin, Mr. Marshal. 
If he wants to come back in and tell us whether he is a Communist 
or vot, we will hear from him. 

(Mr. Goodwin was escorted from the room 

The CHarrMan. As far as you know, this man is a member of the 
Communist Party as of this moment? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. He works at the General Electric plant et Lynn? 

Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. And he would be in a position to sabotage facilities 
out there in case of war with Communist Russia? 
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Mr. Tero. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Let me ask you this: Do you, Mr. Teto, consider 
it an extremely dangerous situation, a great threat to our national 
security, to have men who are Communists as of this moment working 
in the GE plants? 

Mr. Trro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Chairman, I was going to suggest this: That Mr. 
Teto has supplied and is supplying the committee with the names of 
additional members of the Communist Party he knows at various 
General Electric plants, and we have not been able to get them here 
today. We will get them in first in executive session, and then in 
public hearing if they will state whether or not they are Communists. 
We will have to do that at some future date. In view of the ruling 
of the Chair that he will not have Mr. Teto name any persons working 
at General Electric unless they are here and have the opportunity to 
deny or affirm what Mr. Teto has said, I would suggest that Mr. 
Teto be temporarily excused until a later date, and that we proceed 
with some other witnesses from General Electric, not connected with 
Mr. Teto’s testimony. 

The Cuarrman. I believe that is an excellent idea, Mr. Cohn. 

| might say for the benefit of the Communist Party that Mr. Teto 
has already given us detailed information, and the FBI already has 
the detailed information; and also, Mr. Teto, you will be given 
complete police protection. We realize how strongly and how 
viciously the Communist Party would feel toward you this morning, 
they having thought you were a loyal member of the party for the 
last 13 years. You sat in their top councils, and they have learned 
this morning that you have been a very loyal and active worker for 
the FBI, and it will be some shock. 

But both your family and you are having police protection, and we 
have been assured that the State police have already approved and 
are giving your family complete protection. 

Mr. Tro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Archdeacon, please. 

The Cuarrman. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn? 
In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you solemnly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Mr. Arcupgacon. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HENRY CANNING ARCHDEACON 


The Cuarrman. Mr. Carr, the staff director, will examine the 
witness. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Archdeacon, would you give your full name, 
please? 

Mr. Arcupracon. Henry Canning Archdeacon. 

Mr. Carr. How do you spell your last name? 

Mr. Arcupracon. A-r-c-h-d-e-a-c-o-n. 

Mr. Carr. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Arcupracon. 237 Talbott Avenue, Boston. 

Mr. Carr. Where are you employed? 

Mr. Arcupracon. General Electric Co., in Lynn, Mass. 

Mr. Carr. How long have you been ’ employed at the General 
Electric Co.? 
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Mr. ArcHpEAcoN. Approximately 14 years. 

The CHarrMan. Fourteen years, did you say? 

Mr. ArcHDEACON. Fourteen years; yes, approximately. 

The Cuairman. Have you worked or are you working on any Gov- 
ernment work, that is, work being made for the United States Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. Arcupgacon. I work on some Navy material. 

The CuarrMan. Navy work? 

Mr. Arcupracon. That is correct. 

Mr. Carr. Are you a member of the Communist Party, Mr. Arch- 
deacon? 

Mr. ArcupEAcoNn. I decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Carr. On the ground that such an answer would tend to in- 
criminate you? 

Mr. ArcupEacon. That is correct. 

Mr. Carr. Have you ever been engaged in espionage, Mr. Arch- 
deacon? 

Mr. Arcupracon. I decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment; that is, it might tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrMan. Were you engaged in espionage over the past few 
weeks? 

Mr. ArcupEacon. I decline to answer that question on the basis of 
the fifth amendment; that is, it might tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrMAN. As a matter of fact, you have been giving to the 
Communist Party complete detailed information on everything that 
is going on in the GE plants? 

Mr. Arcupracon. I decline to answer that question on the basis 
of the fifth amendment; that is, it might tend to incriminate me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Just one further question: If we were to have war 
with Communist Russia, and if the Communist Party ordered you to 
sabotage the facilities at GE, would you disobey that order of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Arcupeacon. I decline to answer that question on the basis 
of the fifth amendment; that is, it might tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. What time do you go back to work at GE today? 

Mr. ArcHpEeacon. What time do I go back today? 

The CHarRMAN. Yes; working on Navy work. 

Mr. Arcupgacon. Would you rephrase that question? 

Mr. Conn. What time are you due at work today? What are 
your hours? 

Mr. Arcupgeacon. Normal hours. I work from 7 o’clock until 3 
o’clock in the afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN, You may leave. 

I will not have time today, but I am going to want to hear from 
the GE officials as to whether or not they are going to let the people 
involved in these cases go back to work or not. 

Mr. Coun. The next witness will be Mr. Morrill. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morrill, will you raise your right hand and 
be sworn? In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do 
you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Morritt. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF DONALD HERBERT MORRILL 


The CHarrMan. Will you sit down there, please. 

Mr. O’ Donnell, assistant counsel, will examine the witness. 

Mr. O’DonneEtt. Will you state your full name, please? 

Mr. Morrityi. Donald Herbert Morrill. 

Mr. O’DonNELL. Spell your last name. 

Mr. Morritu. M-o-r-r-i-l-l. 

Mr. O’ Donn} LL. Where do you reside, Mr. Morrill? 

Mr. Morritu. In Lynn. 

Mr. O’Donnevu. What is the street address in Lynn? 

Mr. Morritu. 11 Seaside Terrace. 

The CHarrMan. I am going to have to insist that no flash pictures 
be taken while the witness is testifying. You can take all of the still 
pictures you want unless the witness objects. 

Where are you presently employed? 

Mr. Morrity. General Electric Co. 

Mr. O’Donnetu. The General Electric Co. where? In Lynn? 

Mr. Morriu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. O’Donnetu. The River Works? 

Mr. Morritu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. O’DonNELL. How long have you been employed at GE? 

Mr. Morrity. Roughly 12% years. 

Mr. O’Donnetu. Are you working on any governmental contract 
work over there at the plant? 

Mr. Morritu. No, sir. 

Mr. O’DonneLL. Have you ever worked on any governmental con- 
tract work at General Electric? 

Mr. Morriuu. In the past. 

Mr. O’DonneE tt. In the past you have? 

Mr. Morri.u. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrrmMan. What kind of work in the past? 

Mr. Morrinu. I don’t believe I can answer the question, sir, be- 
cause of the nature of the work 

The CHArRMAN. You mean it is so highly classified you feel you 
cannot answer here? 

Mr. Morriuu. I would rather not 

The Cuarrman. If you think you would violate security by not 
answering, you will not be asked to answer. 

While you were working on this work that was so highly classified 
that you cannot mention it in this committee room, were you then a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Morriuu. I refuse to answer that, sir, on the provision of the 
fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The Cuatrman. You told us you did not think you could discuss 
that work in this room here for fear of violating security. Did you 
ever discuss that work with members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Morritu. | refuse to answer that, sir, on the same basis of the 
fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

The CuarrMan. You say you are not presently working on Gov- 
ernment work. Are you closely associated with people working on 
classified Government work? 

Mr. Morrity. I must refuse to answer that, sir, on the same basis. 
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The CuarrmMan. Actually, you have several people who work on 
secret work who ride to work with you in your car, have you not? 

Mr. Morrit. I stitl must refuse to answer that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. On the ground that your answer might tend to 
incriminate you? 

Mr. Morritu. It might, sir. 

The CuatrMan. | do not think we should hear any further from 
these fifth amendment cases. 

Are you a member of the Communist Party as of this moment? 

Mr. Morri.t. I refuse to answer that, sir, under the Constitution, 
the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrMAN. Are you engaged in espionage? 

Mr. Morritu. I must refuse to answer that under the provisions 
of the fifth amendment of the Constitution. It might incriminate me. 

The CHarrMAN. In case of war between the United States and 
Communist Russia, if the Communist Party were to order you to 
sabotage or bomb or destroy the facilities at GE, would you disobey 
that order of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Morritu. I must continue to refuse, sir, under the provisions 
of the fifth amendment. 

The CuairMan. Do you feel that if you were to tell us the truth in 
answer to that question, that might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Morriuu. I must refuse to answer that, sir, under the provi- 
sions of the fifth amendment. 

The CuarrMan. You have the right to refuse. I just wonder how 
long you boys would last if you were over in Russia and you were 
asked if you would sabotage Russian works and you refused to 
answer. I would hate to be carrying your life insurance policy. You 
may step down. 

Mr. Coun. The next witness is Mr. Piekarski. 


TESTIMONY OF WITULAD PIEKARSKI 


The CuHarrMan. You have already been sworn, Mr. Piekarski. 
You may sit down. 

Could we have the name and address of counsel for the record? 

Mr. Suusow. Lawrence Shubow, 10 Tremont Street, Boston. 

The CuHarrMan. In view of the fact this is the first time you have 
appeared before the committee, I think we should give you a quick 
rundown of the rules. 

Mr. Suusow. I think it is unnecessary. I have been before some 
of the other committees, and I think I understand your rules and 
regulations. 

The CuarrMAn. To make the record clear, anyway, as to the rules, 
and so that your client will understand them, counsel is not allowed 
to participate in the proceedings. However, the witness can advise 
with counsel whenever he cares to, and if anything comes up which 
is of sufficient importance, in your opinion, to require a private 
conference, we have a room for that. 

Mr. Suusow. We will confer right here, Senator. 

The CuHarrMan. May I suggest, for your own protection, that 
occasionally counsel has a secret conference with his client before 
those microphones, and it is not too secret. 


40220—54—-pt. 13 
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Mr. Suvsow. I don’t think that will trouble us. We are only 
discussing legal questions, and perhaps there is no need for them to 
be secret. , 

The CHarrmMan. Will the witness give his full name to the reporter? 

Mr. PIEKARSKI [vy name is Witulad W. Piekarski, W-1i-t-u-l-a-d 
W. P-} -K-f-T-S Kk] 


“I 

The Cu MAN. Where are you working? 

Mii rT 4 For the General Kleetri \\ rks, at the Rive 
Worl ul Ly in, Mass 

The CHAIRMA How lone have you worked for GE? 

M | d in the General Eleectri ippre 1¢ 
coul rebr of 1! 

Che Crat Hay Oo vorked there ever su 

tr. Tha ( s out fo iilitarv service in the Unites 

» : hich | ved 0 ea ind won a battle i Ol 
() 

I] (Cj \ le f m the 2 \ that ul ere in the Navy 
| \ ou ( rn } ? hat Tl ( 

\T, Wi 1] oO} ‘ Lat question? 

Che ( \side from the 2 ves u we in the Navy, wel 


The ( 1] e you been workn on Government work? 

Mr. | When I got out of the Navy, I was hired back by 
t] CC le the \ tera bill and | wa requ sf | the 
com] oO int 

1 | ( \ I} qe ) ( ( 1 be ork yn Gov 
{ I We 

\l P | \ re | to oO mt 1 dl tsman course 
ind h, I was told to work for t] t that time, I believe they 
called it the AGT Division 

The CHatrry Which division is that? 

Mr. Pi AGT Divisi 

Th (HAI hat IS the Aur Corps division? 

Mr. P1 KI. To the best of my knowledge, sir, that is what it 
meant 

The C IRMAN. What did you work on for the Air Corps? 


Mr. Prexarsxt. My particular duties were assigned to me by my 
supervisor, ana they had nothing LO do with the desien of any of the 
jet engines. It was only of a routine nature of what we classify as 
the detailed work. We are given out this work and told how it is 
supposed to proceed. 

Th CHAIRMAN. Was this cde tailed work on jet engines? 

Mr. Prexarski. The detailed work was never in any of the pro- 
duction or design drawings of jet engines. 

The CuarrmMan. Was the detailed work that you did on jet engines? 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Prexarski. All I can say is just repeat, that my work has been 
or was assigned to me by my supervisor, and in my detailed classi- 
fication 1 was informed I was supposed to do certain work, and it 
never involved any kind of production drawings for the jet engines 
or, for that matter, any kind of new designs of jet engines. 
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The CuHarrmMan. I have asked you a very simple question: Wer 
you working on jet engines? ‘Yes’ or “No.” 

Mr. Prexarskt. How can I say? Would you repeat that in 
another way? I am not quite sure that we understand each other 
You are asking me if I worked on jet engines, and, well, in jet engines 
there are two types of work you can do. There are those people that 
help to produce the jets 


The CuatrMan. Let us take either of the two types Were vou 
working on jet engines? Were you doing any work in ce nnection 
with the Navy’s jet engines? 

Mr. Piekarski. That is different. Yes, sir; I was doing work in 
connection with the Army Air Corps jet engines, as far as I know 


The CuarrMAN. And you are a draftsman? 

Mr. PrexkarskI. I am, sir. 

The Cuarrnman. How long have you been working in drafting 
How long ago did you take up draft 

Mr. Prexarski. As I stated before, when 

The CuHarrMan. How long have you worked in draftin 

Mr. PreKARSKt. Since 1946 

The CHAIRMAN. So you know sometking abou draft ne, natural] 

Mr. Piexarskt. By this time, yes, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. Have you ever done any drafting in connection 
with the Air Corps work? 

Mr. Prexarski. I am sorry, I didn’t hear you. 
The CHarrmMan. Did you ever do any drawing or any drafting in 
connection with the Air Corps work? 

Mr. PIEKARSKI. | answ ere | that que stion before ths { | did do Vv ork 


> 


revolving around jet engines. 

The CHatrMAN. Did you ever do any drafting in connection with 
Air ( ‘orps work, drafting 

Mr. Piekarski. Well, the only answer I can give to you, sir, is 
that any drawings I have ever done, to the best of my knowled 
never issued to the Army Air Corps for their files, which was always 
connected around jet engines. 

The CuarrmMan. At the time you were doing this work on jet 
engines, were you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Prexarski. I invoke the fifth amendment on that, sir, not 
because I want to hide behind it for espionage or any sal 
I believe it is my right as a citizen to invoke the fifth amendment to 
show that I want to protect the Bill of Rights of this country. 

The CuarrMan. Do you feel that your answer might tend to 
incriminate you? 

Mr. Prexarskt. I am sorry, I didn’t hear you. 

The CuHarrMan. Do you feel that if you were to give us an answer 
to that question, that answer would tend to incriminate you? Those 
are the only grounds on which you can refuse to answer. 

Mr. Prexarsktr. I would like to consult with my counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Suusow. Our courts tell us that 

The CHarrMAN. I am not going to hear from counsel. 

Mr. Suusow. The decisions of our courts 

The CuatrMan. I have told you that you can have a private consulta- 
tion. We are not going to hear you, and you are not going to make a 
speech. 


otace Teasons. 
j 
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Mr. Sausow. May I suggest that you shut off the microphones. 
There is nothing secret about what I am saying. 

The CuarrMan. You will whisper to your client. 

Mr. Suusow. If I can’t advise this man as an attorney, I am going 
to leave the room, ' 

The Cuatrman. Unless counsel abides by the rules of the commit- 
tee, we will have him removed. I have told you that you can have a 
private consultation with your client. You will make no speech to 
this committee. If your voice is such that you cannot do that in the 
room, you will step outside and consult with him. 

Mr. Sausow. I am perfectly willing to step outside and consult 
with him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Step outside. 

The witness and his counsel withdrew from the room.) 

(The witness and his counsel returned to the room.) 

The Cuarrman. Now that you have consulted with counsel, what 
is your answer to the question? 

Mr. Prrxarskt. Would you please repeat that question, sir? 

The CuarrMan. Will the reporter read the question? 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows:) 

Do you feel that if you were to give us an answer to that question, that answer 
would tend to incriminate you? Those are the only grounds on which you can 
refuse to answer. 

Mr. Piekarski. I believe, sir, I am entitled to use the fifth amend- 
ment. 

The CuatrmMan. If you feel your answer will tend to incriminate 
you, you are entitled to refuse to answer. If you do not feel that your 
answer will tend to incriminate you, you are not entitled to invoke 
the fifth amendment. 

[ asked you the simple question: Do you feel that your answer 
might tend to incriminate you? If not, you will be ordered to answer. 

Mr. Prexarski. I don’t believe, sir, that I am required to answer 
that, as I have already invoked the fifth amendment on that question. 

The CuarrMan. Do you refuse to tell the Chair whether or not you 
feel the answer might tend to incriminate you? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Prexarskt. Sir, I refuse to bear witness against myself, and 
as such, the Bill of Rights gives me that protection. I would like to 
repeat, though, that I have not committed sabotage or espionage in 
any form. 

The CaartrMan. Do you feel that your answer might tend to in- 
criminate you? 

Mr. Prexarski. I have already stated, Senator, that I am using 
the fifth amendment on this particular point. 

The CuarrMan. Are you invoking that part of the fifth amendment 
which provides that no witness shall be made to give testimony which 
might tend to incriminate him? 

Mr. Prexarski. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. Then you are entitled to it. Why are you so bash- 
ful about it? 

Mr. Prexarski. I just want to make it clear to hundreds of thou- 
sands of people in the audience that I am not invoking this as some- 
thing to hide behind, as was inferred here. I believe that it is an 
inalienable right for every American citizen to invoke the fifth amend- 
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ment, the first amendment, or any amendment if he feels that it is 
required for his own protection, as an American citizen. 

The CuarrmMan. You are entitled to hide behind it. That is what 
you are doing, of course. You are telling us today that you are a 
Communist, because if you are not a Communist you would say 
“No.” That does not incriminate you, and there is no other basis upon 
which you can refuse. You see, if you are not a Communist today, 
then an answer “‘No”’ could not tend to incriminate you; and so when 
you say to this committee that you are invoking that provision of the 
fifth amendment against self-incrimination, you are telling this com- 
mittee and the world that you are a Communist. 

[ just wonder why you don’t have enough guts, if you are a Com- 
munist, to stand up here and say, ‘‘Yes, I am, and I believe in com- 
munism.”’ 

Mr. Piekarski. Are you directing a question to me? 

The CuarrmMan. Why do you do it in the darkness at night? 

Let me ask you this: Have you ever discussed your work with 
members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Prexarski. Was that previous speech of yours a question, sir, 
or just a political speech? 

The CHarrMAN. Have you ever discussed your work with members 
of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Pirkarski. Is this a new question, sir? 

The CuairMAN. Will you read the question to the witness? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

The CHatRMAN. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Piekarski. I would like to consult my attorney on a legal 
point on this question. 

Shall we retire to the back room, Mr. Shubow? 

Mr. Suusow. Do I have to be exposed to the indignity of going 
out of the room just to consult with my client? 

The CHarrMan. If you want to whisper to your client, that is good. 

Mr. Suusow. I don’t want to whisper to my client. 

The CuarrMan. Then leave the room. 

(The witness and his counsel withdrew from the room. 

(The witness and his counsel returned to the room. 

The CHarrMan. Now that you have consulted with your counsel, 
what is your answer? 

Mr. Piexarskt. My answer, Senator, is that I have never dis- 
cussed any work under the security provisions which I had signed 
at one time, and I stated I would not discuss my work outside of the 
General Electric Co. with anybody, no matter who they were, unless 
I was so ordered by the security officer in his presence, and 1 have 
obeyed these provisions. And so, my answer, sir, is ‘No.’ 

The CuarrMan. I have asked you the question whether or not you 
ever discussed your work with any members of the Communist 
Party, and you have answered that you have never discussed your 
work outside the plant. That is not the question. The question is: 
Did you ever discuss your work in the plant, outside of the plant, o1 
anyplace, with members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Prexarskt. I can only say, to the best of my knowledge, no. 
I don’t know whether somebody was there that was a Communist or 
not. The the best of my knowledge, no. 

The CHarrMAN. Did you attend Communist Party meetings? 
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Mr. Prexarskr. I reserve the right to invoke the fifth amendment, 
sir 

The CHAIRMAN Did you at any Communist Party meetings hear 
the work at GE discussed? 

The witness aa with his counsel.) 

Mr. Prexarsxkt. Could I ask you to elaborate on that? I would 
like to have that question elaborated on. I am not quite sure I 
understand what you mean by GE work 

The CratrMan. Read the question to the witness. You will be 
ordered to answel! 

The question was read by the reporter 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 


Mr. Prexarsktr. Senator, as I have already invoked the fifth 
amendment on bes type of political question, I invoke the fifth 
amendment again for this question. 

The aad as W vill | ordered to answer. You have stated 
that vou did not engage in espionage, and therefore you have waived 
the fifth amendment insofar as the field of espionage is concerned 
Discussion of secret work at a Communist meetine would involve 
espionage, and therefore you are ordered to answer the question. 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 


Mr. Prexarskt. I believe, sir, that I still can invoke the fifth amend- 
ment to this particular question 

The CratRMAn. You can believe whatever you like. Are you re- 
fusing to answer? , 

Mr. Prexarsxt. I am refusing to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment, sir. 

The CuatrMan. So that there will be no question in a future legal 
proces ding that you misunde rstood th le que stion, | will re peat it: Did 
vou ever at any Communist Party meetings in which you participated, 
hear classified work at General Electric discussed? You are ordered 
to answer that question, on the ground that you have waived the fifth 
amendme nt priy ileve insofar as espionage is concerned. 

Do vou still refuse to answer? 

Mr. Piekarski. Just a moment, si 

(The witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Mr. Prexarskr. I can just repeat, sir, that I refuse to answer, based 
on the fifth amendment. 

The CratrMan. So the record will be clear, will the record show 
that the witness was given repeated opportunities to answer this 
question, which involves espionage, of course, and will the record 
show that the Chair pointed out to him that he had waived the fifth 
amendment so far as the area of espionage is concerned, and he has 
been ordered to answer; and the witness still refuses to answer? 

As a courtesy to you, and you can govern yourself accordingly, you 
are notified that your case will be submitted to the committee with 
my recommendation that you be cited for contempt; and if the com- 
mittee concurs with my views, your case will be submitted to the 
erand jurv for indictment. 

Mr. Prexarskr. Are you all done? 

The CHarrMan. That is not all. It is all for today. 

We have a number of other witnesses here. Unfortunately, I must 
be up in Marshfield, Wis., at 5 o’clock this afternoon, and it is a 
long way from here 


SUBVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE ESTABLISHMENTS 19 
Unless counsel for the two witnesses who were identified as Com- 
munists cares to produce them to answer whether or not they are 
Communists, we will adjourn for today. The next publie hearings 
will be held 
Mr. Miuus. I feel you shi 


ld 


ask me the same question now that 


yuld 
you did in private, and | { the people see what you do in this pro- 
ceeding. I have denied and continue to deny any espionage and 
sabotage, and you want to make it a contempt-of-the-committece 
citation. You are not interested in that 


The CHarrMan. Mr. Marshal, will you remove the gentleman. 
Mr. M ILLS. You are afraid: let the record show that you are afraid. 
The CHarrmMan. Mr. Marshal, remove the gentleman 

We will have the record show at this time—and give a copy of this 
record to counsel so that there can be no mistake—that at any time 
that counsel for either of the two persons who were identified this 
mornin ras ( ‘ommunists, at any time the y care to appear and, under 
oath, either say they were Communists or they were not, we will hear 
them. 

Mr. Kanrrovirz. That is not the proper way to 

The CHarrMan. If you want to make a statement, come up here 
and be sworn. Raise your right hand 

Mr. Kantrrovitz. I haven’t been summoned here as a witness, 
and I think that 

The CHatrRMAN. Do you want to testify? Ifso, be sworn. If not, 
you may leave. 

Mr. Kanrrovirz. On proper occasion, I am not afraid to testify. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Marshal, remove the gentleman, and ask him 
to remove his hat. 

(Mr. Kantrovitz was removed from the court room. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I will start over again. 

We will have the record show—and, Mr. Reporter, will you give 
counsel and both witnesses a copy of this portion of the record—have 
the record show that if at any time the two witnesses who have been 
identified as Communists, or their counsel, notify the committee that 
they desire to testify, they will be allowed to testify at any length 
they care to, on the condition, however, that they will first tell the 
committee, under oath, whether or not they are members of the 
Communist Party. If they say they are members, they will be allowed 
to testify, in full; and if they say they are not members, they will be 
allowed to testify. 

The only condition upon which they will not be allowed to testify 
and come in here and make speeches is if they refuse to tell us whether 
or not they are Communists and whether or not they have been 
handling secret material over to members of the Communist Party 
and discussing it at Communist meetings. 

Now, the next open hearing of the committee will be in New York 
next Tuesday, at which time we will commence the rather lengthy 
hearings going into the alleged espionage and Communist infiltration 
in the Signal Corps installations at Fort Monmouth, N. J. 

We will be back to Boston for further hearings on General Electric. 
It is rather difficult at this time to know when we will be here. Mem- 
bers of this staff will continue their investigations in this area, and we 
hope to get back in the not too distant future. 

I believe that will close the hearings for today. 

(Whereupon, at 10:10 a. m., the hearing was adjourned.) 
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Unirep STatTes SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Boston, Mass. 

The subcommittee met at 10:40 a. m., pursuant to notice, in court- 
room No. 3, Federal Building, Boston, Mass., Senator Joseph R. 
McCarthy (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin. 

Present also: Roy M. Cohn, chief counsel; Francis P. Carr, execu- 
tive director; Donald F. O’Donnell, assistant counsel; C. George 
Anastos, assistant counsel. 

The CHatrMan. The committee will come to order. 

I would first like to inform the photographers of the committee 
rule. That rule is that no flash pictures will be taken of any witness 
while they are testifying. If they do not want their pictures taken 
before they testify, then no pictures will be taken of them in the 
room. If any witness feels that the lights here in any way are dis- 
concerting, and he objects to having the television cameras focused 
upon him, and so indicates, the cameras will not be focused on him. 

I would like to, if I may, thank District Attorney Garrett Byrne, 
Suffolk County, very, very much for the very valuable help he has 
given our committee. In fact, it would have been extremely difficult 
to put on a revealing hearing if it had not been for District Attorney 
Byrne and for his aid, Counsel McLaughlin. 

I want to welcome here this morning the Massachusetts commission, 
here on our right, a commission set up for the study of communism 
and subversive activities, and 1 want to assure them that any infor- 
mation we have with regard to subversion in Massachusetts is avail- 
able to them. Our staff will be glad to discuss any matter with the 
members of the commission or with your staff any time. I will say, 
however, that the aid which we can give you will be limited because 
we are concentrating on communism in the Federal Government and 
in plants having to do with defense work, and you are concerned 
mainly with communism in the State of Massachusetts. But from 
what I hear, you gentlemen have been doing a very, very good job 
and I hope we can be of assistance to you. 

I may say, also, that during the course of these hearings if you 
have any questions to ask, I will be glad to ask the questions. In 
addition to that, we have made arrangements so that you can attend 
any of the executive sessions you care to attend and get a complete 
picture of the matter in executive session. 

Mr. Kamin will be the first witness. 
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May I say to the marshal: I know you have a lot of people out in 
the hallway, and this is supposed to be a public hearing. So let as 
many as you can into the room without violating your fire regulations. 

Mr. Kamin, would you take the stand, please. You have been 
sworn previously, and vou are reminded that your oath is still in effect. 

May I again tell the photographers you can take pictures before 
the testimony starts if the witness has no objection. But there will 
be no flash pictures while he is testifying. 


TESTIMONY OF LEON J. KAMIN (ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
CALVIN P. BARTLETT, BOSTON, MASS.) 


The CuarrMan. Mr. Kamin, will you give us your full name? 

Mr. Kamin. Leon Judah Kamin 

The CHarrMAN. Leon? 

Mr. Kamin. Judah Kamin 

The CHarrRMaN. Spell the middle name 

Mr. Kamin. J—-u-d-a-h 

The CHarrmMan. And the last name? 

Mr. Kamin. K-a—m-i-n. 

The CHArrMAN. And you are working where at the present time? 

Mr. Kamriyx. I am emploved as a research assistant at Harvard 
University 

The CuarrMan. Working full time? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes; I am. 

The Cuarrman. And prior to working on research, where did you 
work? 

Mr. Kamin. I was emploved part time as a teaching fellow at Har- 
vard University. 

The CuarrMan. And you were promoted from that job to your 
present job when? 

Mr. Kamin. I don’t know that it is a promotion or not. I changed 
jobs in June 1953, when my teaching fellowship lapsed. 

The CHarrmMan. Could you speak a little louder? I am having 
difficulty hearing you 

Mr. Kamin. I changed jobs in June 1953 when my teaching fellow- 
ship lapsed. 

The CuarrmMan. And up until June you were getting around $1,900 
a year. What is your present salary, roughly? 

Mr. Kamin About $3,200 

The CHarrmMan. About $3,200? 

Mr. Kamin. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know any people handling defense work, 
classified defense work, who are members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kamin. I would like to confer with my counsel on that, 
Senator 

The CHarrMan. You may confer with counsel any time you care to. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, I will have to decline to answer that 
question, but I would like to make a very brief statement which will 
make clear my reasons. 

The Cuarrman. I will let you make the statement, but first I 
would like to establish your identity and you will be allowed to make 
any statement you care to. First may I establish your identity. I 
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am going to hand you first a canceled check dated May 24, 1950, the 
heading of which is ‘Communist Party of Massachusetts, 80 Boylston 
Street, Room 546,” I think that is. The check is punctured and it is 
hard to read that. This check is made out to Leon J. Kamin and 
endorsed by Leon J. Kamin, paid to the order of the Amalgamated 
Bank of New York, Freedom of the Press Co., Inc. Just so it is 
properly identified, Freedom of the Press Co., Inc., owns the Daily 
Worker. I will hand you this check and ask you if you have seen 
this check before. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Well, my handwriting is on the rear here. 

The Cuairman. Did you endorse that check? Did you cash it? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes, of course. 

The CHarrmMaNn. And I also have in my hand, Mr. Kamin, a book 
entitled “‘American Time and Payroll Book for Social Security, Wage 
and Hour Records, No. 2106.’ This was obtained from the Com- 
munist headquarters in Boston, Mass. There are certain names in 
this book. One of them is Kamin, listed as a paid functionary of the 
Communist Party, and a number of other pames known rather 
generally as important members of the Communist Party. Would 
you know whether or not this Kamin listed on the Communist payroll 
book is one and the same man as yourself? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes; it is. 

The CHarrMan. It is. Norv, there are other individuals listed in 
this book. I am going to ask you if you know them. Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Coun. The first name, Mr. Chairman, is Boone Schirmer. 

Mr. Kamin. I would like to confer with my counsel 

The CHArRMAN. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 

The Wrrness. Well, I will have to state, Senator, that for reasons 
which I would like to make clear in the statement I brought with me, 
I will have to decline to answer that question, although I am quite 
sure that you have those names. 

The Cuarrman. I did not get the last part of your answer. 

Mr. Kamin. Well, you evidently have some names there. 

The CHAIRMAN. We ev idently do, or you would not be here. 

Did vou appear before a committee other than this committee? 

Mr. Kamin. A committee of the Senate, yes, I did. 

The CHatrrMan. You appeared before the Jenner committee at one 
time? 

Mr. Kamin. That is correct. 

The CHarrMan. At that time you invoked the fifth amendment 
and refused to tell whether you were a Communist? 

Mr. Kamin. I invoked the fifth amendment. I did say that I was 
not a member of the Communist Party at that time. 

The CuarrmMan. At that time. But you invoked the fifth amend- 
ment as to whether or not you had been a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Kamin. That is true, I did. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, they asked you whether or not 
you were a member of the Communist Party, the day the subpena 
was served upon you, and you refused to state whether you were a 
member of the Communist Party on that date. 

Mr. Kamin. I declined to answer on the fifth amendment. 
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The CHairMan. You did decline? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes; I did. 

The CHarrMan. On the ground of self-incrimination? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Will you tell us today whether you have been a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kamin. Whether I have been a member of the Communist 
Party? 

The CuarrmMan. Whether you have been; yes 

Mr. Kamin. Yes; I have. 

The CaatrmMan. Will you tell us when you joined and when you 
dropped out of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kamin. There were two separate periods of membership, one 
dating from sometime in November 1945 until sometime in January 
1946. Another dating from sometime in November 1947 until a date 
which, as I have explained to you in our private hearing, I cannot 
completely specify, but I would say the late summer or early fall of 
1950. 

The Cyairman. Of 1950 or 1951? 

Mr. Kamin. 1950. 

The Cuarrman. 1950. Now, you were a paid functionary of the 
party, right? 

Mr. Kamin. For a period, I was; yes. 

The CHarrMan. Your title was press agent, press or 
correct? 

Mr. Kamin. That may have been it. I really don’t know what the 
official title was 

The CHarrMAN. Did you ever travel under the name of Leo Soft? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes, I did. 

The CuarrMANn. And when were you last known as Leo Soft? 

Mr. Kamin. | would say the summer of 1950, or the fall of 1950. 

The CuartrMan. In other words, that was your Communist Party 


anizer, is that 
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name 

Mr. Kamin. That was a name which I used in the course of writing 
articles for the Daily Worker. 

The CuatrmMan. What were you known as, what were you called, 
when you attended Communist Party meetings? 

Mr. Kamin. Sometimes Leon Kamin, sometimes Leo Soft. 

The CHarrMAN. Sometimes Leon Kamin and sometimes Leo Soft. 
And you wrote for the Daily Worker for about how long? 

Mr. Kamin. I will have to think just a moment. I think that 
articles appeared in the Daily Worker probably from November of 
1948, roughly probably until about June of 1950. 

The CuatrmMan. When did you last write for the Daily Worker or 
any other Communist publication? 

Mr. Kamin. I cannot give you an exact date. But I presume it 
would be around June 1950, or July. 

The CuarrMan. In the last year and a half did you submit any 
articles to th Daily Worker? 

Mr. Kamin. No, I certainly did not. 

The Cuatrman. The Daily Worker has been described as the 
telegraph agency of the Communist Party, as the organ which gives 
the Communist faithful throughout the country the line which they 
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should follow. Would you say that was a correct description of the 
Communist Daily Worker? 

Mr. Kamrn. Would you repeat the description, Senator? 

The Cuarrman. Will the stenographer read that, please 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested.) 

Mr. Kamin. Well, the Daily Worker certainly reflects the thinking 
and the policies of the Communist Party, and it certainly is bought 
by members of the Communist Party and accepted as such, in one 
sense at least. 

The Cuarrman. Did you do any teaching before you taught at 
Harvard? 

Mr. Kamin. Before I taught at Harvard? I don’t believe so, no. 

The CHarrMan. Pardon? 

Mr. Kamin. No. 

The CHarRMaANn. You did not. Now, before you joined the Com- 
munist Party, did you learn something about it? 

Mr. Kamin. I had heard things about it, yes, of course. 

The Cuarrman. And you believed in its principles while you 
belonged to the party? 

Mr. Kamin. As I understood those principles, what I interpreted 
them to be, yes, ] believed in them. 

The CHAIRMAN. You no longer believe in those principles? 

Mr. Kamin. I do not. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know what is meant by Marxism-Leninism? 

Mr. Kamin. It is a term which I imagine applies to the body of 
writings left by Marx, the 19th century economist, and Lenin, a 20th 
century revolutionary. 

The CHArRMAN. Let us see if we have the definition correctly in 
mind. Karl Marx in 1848, when hefwas expounding the philosophy 
of communism, maintained that a bloody revolution was necessary 
for the Communists to take over the world, but that the United States 
and England were an exception, that they could perhaps communize 
the United States and England without a bloody revolution. 

In 1914, Lenin rewrote the Manifesto and said that Marx was right 
as to 1848, but in 1914 conditions had changed, that all of that time 
it was necessary in order to communize the world to have a bloody 
revolution in all countries including the United States and England; 
and in 1947 Joe Stalin wrote a book in which he quoted with approval 
the Marx line as revised by Lenin. Is that a correct statement of the 
Communist objectives? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, you appear to be more acquainted with 
this doctrine than I. I have described to you in our private hearing 
this morning my feelings about this. 

The CHarrMAN. Sir, you are a professor at Harvard. You 
joined—— 

Mr. Kamin. I am not a professor at Harvard. 

The CHAIRMAN. You joined the party, you were active in it, you 
were so important in the party that the Daily Worker used your 
writings. You were a paid functionary of the party. I am asking 
you a very simple question about Communist philosophy, Communist 
objectives. 

Mr. Kamin. My understanding of Communist philosophy or ob- 
jectives as you put it, is that it would have been possible, I think this 
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is What the party preached at the time that I was a member, that it 
was quite conceivable that the social objectives, aims, and policies of 
the Communist Party could be brought into effect in advanced western 
countries, England, the United States, and so forth, without bloody 
revolut ion, | certainly have never subscribed to any policies of 
bloody revolution. 

The CHarrMaNn. You say you did not subscribe to the policies of 
the bloody revolution. Did you know that the Communist Party 
taught that if they could not impose communism in this country in 
a peaceful manner that they did advocate a revolution, a bloody 
revolution? 

Mr. Kamin. No; I did not. I certainly did not. 

The CuarrMan. You never learned that. And you say you broke 
with the Communist Party in 1950? 

Mr. Kamin. That is correct. 

The CuarrmMan. And what didn’t you like about the Communist 
Party that caused you to break with it? 

Mr. Kamin. Senator, I have covered that ground in my statement, 
Loo. ; 

The \IRMAN. Just go ahead and tell us. 

Mr. Ka AMIN. Well, as I described to you earlier, the initial split in 
my own thinking with that of the Communist Party came largely as 
a result of my own independent work in the science of psychology. 
I was a student, I was interested in my subject matter, I found that 
my own opinions and beliefs about this particular science were quite 
different from those which were preached by the Communist Party. 
I found myself at first disagreeing with the Communist Party’s posi- 
tion on the science of psychology. When this first split began, 1 
found myself disagreeing with the blackness and whiteness of the 
typical Communist picture of the world. It occurred to me that 
my own independent thinking had been to a considerable degree 
stultified by attempting to mold it to requirements of Communist 
dogma. It occurred to me that all was not black and white in the 
world, that there were various shades of gray, that I did not want 
to be dictated to from without, that I did not want to mold my own 
thinking completely into a hard-set, prefabricated mold. 

The CuarrmMan. You, Mr. Kamin, can be of great assistance to 
your country if you want to be. You say that you were a member. 
Obviously you could not say anything else because you know we have 
your record as a paid functionary of the party. You know we have 
your record as an important writer for the Daily Worker. You know 
we have your canceled checks. So you couldn’t very well deny having 
been a member. You say you have broken with the party. At this 
point I do not know whether you have or not. There is one way to 
prove that you have. We know and you know that there are Com- 
munists working in defense plants handling classified material. Will 
you give us the names of those whom you know? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, I think it would be appropriate if I 
could read my statement at this time because my answer would not 
be very intelligent, I am afraid, without it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Just answer the question. I am not interested in 
your statement. Will you give us the names of Communists known 
to you oe Government secrets? 

Mr. Kamin. Could I consult with counsel on this? 
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The CHatrmMan. You may consult with counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, I don’t know of anyone or of any 
former or present Communists handling Government secrets, to my 
knowledge. 

The CHarrmMan. Do you know of any men who were with you in 
the Communist Party, and who are now working in any defense plant? 

Mr. Kamin. I will consult with counsel on that. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, 1 am sorry but I must decline to answer 
that question, but I do think it would be only fair if I could explain 
my declination with this statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. You may explain why you are refusing. In fact, I 
am curious to know why you are refusing 

Mr. Kamin. I appear in response to a subpena LO testify before 
your subcommittee 

The CuarrMan. May I ask you first who wrote the statement 
for you? 

Mr. Kamin. I did it. I talked it over with my counsel, of course 
| appear in response to a subpena to testify before your subcommittee. 
This is not applicable now, but while I have not been officially in- 


formed as to the subject matter of your hearing today, | presume that 


you are still investigating communism and that you will interrogate 
me along the lines followed by the Jenner subcommittee when | 
appeared before it on March 26, 1953. At that time I declined to 


answer a number of questions put to me by the Jenner subcommittee, 
and asserted my privilege against self-incrimination under the fifth 
amendment. 

The CHarrMAN. Pardon me. I did not get the last sentence. 

Mr. Kamrn. At that time I declined to answer a number of questions 
put to me by the Jenner subcommittee and asserted my privilege 
against self-incrimination under the fifth amendment. 

The CHarrMan. Let me ask you this: At that time they did not 
have the canceled checks or the record book, is that right? 

Mr. Kamin. I certainly have no idea. I believe now that my use 
of the fifth amendment last March was a mistake, because | think by 
asserting the fifth amendment I placed myself in a false light by 
making it appear that I had been guilty of criminal acts. I wish to 
make it clear that I have never committed a crime. At the same 
time, I am entirely willing to admit that I was employed by the 
Communist Party and was active in the party’s affairs. Since upon 
mature reflection I have decided to risk the consequences of any 
mistake in political judgments which I may have made in the past, 
however, I am not willing to subject others to any such risk. Accord- 
ingly, I will answer any questions put to me concerning my past 
activities, but I will refuse to answer any questions seeking to estab- 
lish the identity of any person or persons with whom I was associated, 
either in or on the periphery of the Communist Party, because I could 
not conscientiously implicate persons whom I have no reason to 
believe were ever engaged in anything unlawful. I have never en- 
countered any evidence suggesting that any person with whom I have 
associated has ever engaged in sabotage, espionage, advocacy of the 
overthrow of the Government by force or violence, or in any treason- 
able or seditious activity. 
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Should any such evidence come to my attention, I would consider 
it mv dutv to renort it immediately to the FBI or other properly 
constituted authority. But I do not think that my duty to my 
country requires me to become a political informer. I am not now 
a member of the Communist Party and I do not now agree with what 
I take to be its philosophy. I think that it was primarily my work 
in psychology at Harvard which led me to turn away from com- 
munism. As I gained a better understanding of the nature of scientific 
truth 

The CHatrMANn. Do you mean that Harvard converted you against 
communism ? : 

Mr. Kamin. In asense. 

The CHarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kamin. As I gained a better understanding of the nature of 
scientific truth, I was shocked by the willineness of Comnuiunist 
psychologists to distort scientific evidence in order to buttress theic 
political dogn fa. This made me aware of the rigidity which pervades 
the whole Communist system. 

The CHarrMAN. You are now ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Kamin. Lam sorry, I did not hear you. 

The CHarrMan. You are now ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Kamin. I will consult with counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CHarrMANn. You have no right, Mr. Kamin, to come here and 
protect Communists, spies, conspirators, handling the secret work of 
this country. You are ordered to answer the question of whether or 
not individuals known to you to have been members of the Com- 
munist Party are now working in defense plants. 

Mr. Kamin. I am sorry, Senator. For the reasons I have given, I 
must decline to answer the question on the grounds of conscience and 
on the first amendment. 

The CuarrmMan. Very good. It is your choice. Obviously, of 
course, for counsel’s benefit, contempt will be recommended in this 
case, as much as I hate to decimate Harvard’s faculty. 

Mr. Kamin, do you know professors at Harvard who were in your 
Communist cell? 

Mr. Kamin. I will consult with counsel. 

The CuarrMan. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. I don’t want to appear to weasel, Senator, but I didn’t 
know any professors, no. 

The CuHarrmMan. Did you know anyone teaching at Harvard or 
connected with Harvard, who were either in your Communist cell or 
known to you to be Communists? 

Mr. Kamin. I will consult with counsel on that. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CuarrMan. May we hear from you, sir? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, for the same grounds I will have to 
decline to answer that question. I am sorry, but I cannot be an 
informer. 

The CHarrMan. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Kamin. I am sorry, Senator, I cannot. 

The CHarrMAN. Will you give us the names of the Communists who 
were active with you in the Communist Party? 
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Mr. Kamin. Senator, I think I have made my position on this fairly 
clear. I cannot answer that question. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are refusing to answer? 

Mr. Kamin. I am. 

The CHarRMAN. You are not refusing on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment? 

Mr. Kamin. Lam not. Iam refusing on grounds of conscience and 
on the protection which I believe the first amendment gives me 

The CHarRMAN. You are ordered to answer, then. 

Mr. Kamin. I am sorry, Senator, I cannot. 

The CHatrRMAN. You can build up the counts, as many as you like, 
Mister. Just so the record is clear, would you be willing to give 
any agency of the Government, the FBI, a grand jury, any other 
committee of the Senate or the House, or any committee of the 
Massachusetts Legislature, in executive session or otherwise, the 
names of the Communists with whom you were associated when you 
were paid by the Communist Party, the names of Communists who 
are working in defense plants, and on down the line; or is this a blan- 
ket refusal on your part, a decision to protect all of your fellow Com- 
munists? 

Mr. Kamin. I will have to consult with my counsel on that. 

The CHarrMAN. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Senator, my conscience won't let me traffic inthe 
names 

The CHAtrRMAN. Your what? 

Mr. Kamin. My conscience won’t let me traffic in the names of 
former political associates whom I have no reason to believe were 
guilty of criminal activities. 

The CHArrRMAN. You say your censcience won't allow you to give 
the FBI, a grand jury, or anyone else the names of the top function- 
aries of the Communist Party with whom you were consorting, who 
were paying you, paying you in this conspiracy to destroy your 
country? You say your conscience makes you cover up for them? 
Is that correct? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, 1 am sure that the names of top fune- 
tionaries of the Communist Party are in your possession and in the 
possession of the FBI and other Federal agencies. I have made clear 
to you that my own experience 

The CHatrMANn. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Kamin. I cannot. My conscience will not allow me to inform. 

The CHarrMAN. Have the record show the witness is ordered to 
answer the question and he persists in his refusal. 

Did you know Emanuel Blum? 

Mr. Kamin. Senator, this is the same sort of question. My 
conscience, again, will not let me deal in names. 

The CuarrMan. You refuse to answer? 

Mr. Kamrn. Yes, I do. 

The CuatrMan. Did you know whether Blum had contacts with 
people handling classified Government material? 

Mr. Kamin. I will consult with counsel on that. 

(The witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Could the question be read again, Senator? 

The Cuarrman. The reporter will read it. 
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The reporter read from his notes as requested.) 

The CHarrman. While the witness is consulting with counsel, we 
vill introduce into the evidence one of the checks from the Communist 
Party to the witness, signed by the witness. If the members of the 
press care for photost: its of this particular check that is introduced 
Into ey id nce, they may have it 

he document refe rred to is filed with the committee. 
The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, despite the fact that my answer to 
uch a question, | beheve, would be in the negative 

The CuarrmMan. A little louder. 

Mr. Kamin. Despite the fact that I am quite certain that my 
answer to such a question would be in the negative, 1 cannot answer 
the question for the same reason | have outlined to vou. I cannot 
put myself in a position where I am serving as an informer. 

The CHarrMaNn. You say you think your answer might be in the 
negative? 

Mr. Kamin. I believe that it would be; ves. 

The CHarrMAn. You believe that it would be. Well, then, tell 
whether it would be or not 

Mr. Kamin. Senator, | have told you I cannot answer the question. 

The CuarrMan. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Kamin. I cannot, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Have the records show the witness is ordered 
answer and persists in his refusal. The president of Harvard, Mr. 
Pusey, claims to be anti-Communist. Question: Did he ever call vou 
mn atic r you refused to testify before the Jenner committee as to your 
Communist activities and ask if you were a Communist, whether you 
had broken with the party, or anything of that kind? 

Mr. Kamin. Of course he wasn’t the president at the time I appeared 
before the Jenner committee, and the answer is now; he didn’t. 

The CuatrrMan. Has Pusey ever discussed with you anything about 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kamin. I have never met Mr. Pusey 

The CHatrMan. Never indicated any mterest In you or in your 
membership? 

Mr. Kamin. I have never met Mr. Pusey. I have consulted with 
members of the Harvard Corp. 

The CuatrMan. Let’s not hedge. Did Mr. Pusey ever write or 
phone you, or did he ever get in contact with you and say or ask you 
anything about your Communist activities? 

Mr. Kamin. I have never been in contact directly with Mr. Pusey; 
Lo. 

The Cuarrman. Answer the question. 

Mr. Kamin. No. 

The CHarrmMan. The answer is “No.” You appeared before a 
board at Harvard? 

Mr. Kamin. I appeared before the Harvard Corp., which is the 
cove as body of the corporation. 

The CuarrmMan. The board? 

Mr gen At one time I appeared before the full corporation, 
Senator, which is a 6-man governing body. 

The CHarrMan. And did they question you about your Communist 
activities? 
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Mr. Kamin. They did. 

The CHarrmMan. Did they ask you whether the professors or 
teachers at Harvard were also Communists? 

Mr. Kamin. I made it very clear when I first met with the corpora- 
tion that my conscience would not allow me to deal in names, I 
indicated very firmly that I would not, and they asked me no questions 
along that line. 

The CHarrMan. In other words, you told them that you would not 
tell them what other teachers, professors, at Harvard were Com- 
munists and they dropped the matter there, is that correct? 

Mr. Kamin. Can I consult with counsel on this? 

The CHarrman. Do you have to consult with counsel on that? 
If there is some legal question involved, yes, but your counsel cannot 
coach you as to questions of fact. 

Mr. Kamin. I am not asking to be coached, but I think that there 
are some legal implications involved. 

The CHarrRMAN. Consult with him. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Could you give me the question again 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested. 

Mr. Kamin. I believe, Senator, that I volunteered to the corpora- 
tion at that time 

The CHarrRMAN. Speak louder. 

Mr. Kamin. I believe that I volunteered to the corporation at that 
time the fact that I knew of no member of the Harvard faculty who 
was at that time a Communist. 

The CHatrMAN. Was that the truth? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes, it was. 

The CuarrMAN. Do you know of anyone connected with Harvard 
who is a Communist? 

Mr. Kamin. At the present time? 

The CuarrMANn. No, at any time. While you were a Communist, 
while you were a paid member of the Communist Party, while you 
were the press organizer, did you then know anyone connected with 
Harvard who was also a Communist? 

Mr. Kamin. I knew no members of the Harvard faculty. 

The CHarrMAN. Answer the question. 

Mr. Kamin. I will have to consult with counsel. 

The CuHarrMAN. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, for the same reasons that I have been 
trying to make clear, I will have to decline to answer the question. 

The CuarrMaNn. You are ordered to answer. 

Mr. Kamin. I must decline. 

The CuatrMaNn. You may step down. You will consider yourself 
under subpena subject to call. 

Counsel, is it agreeable to you that the staff notify you if and when 
your man is wanted? 

Mr. Bartierr. Yes, Senator. 

The CHairMAN. May I say for the courtesy of counsel, obviously 
this man will be recommended for contempt. He has been one of 
the top functionaries of the Communist Party. He comes before 
one committee and invokes the fifth amendment and then when he 
learns that we have all the records showing that he was a top func- 


I am sorry. 








32 SUBVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE ESTABLISHMENTS 
tionary of the party, he comes in and says, “‘ Yes, I was one then but 
[ am not one today.” 

It is like the case of a man who appeared in New York. We said, 
‘Are you a Communist today?”’ He said, “No, I am not.’ We 
said, ‘‘ Were yon one yesterday?” He said, “I refuse to answer.” 

It seems to be the new party line. If this individual had broken 
with the Communist Party, if he were loyal to the country, then he 
would promptly give the names to the FBI, to the grand jury, or to 
a committee, the names of those who were with him in the conspiracy 
designed to ae this Nation, a conspiracy which has resulted in 
the deaths of a vast number of American boys up to this time, and if 
there are teac * rs like you teaching our young people, it will result 
in the deaths, undoubtedly, of a vast number in the future. 

I do wish that President Kisenhower’s proposal to take citizenship 
away from those who have been engaging in the conspiracy such as 
you have been, I hope that is made the law, because you don’t deserve 
any protection of the country that you would like to destroy when 
you now come in here and say, “I have broken but I won’t give the 
names of the people who were in the conspiracy with me.” 

Mr. Furry? 

Mr. Barrverr. Is there any objection now to this witness giving 
his statement to the press? 

The CHarrMANn. This witness is not under the control of this com- 
mittee when he steps off the witness stand. He can give anything 
he cares to to anyone he cares to give it. You understand I am not 
clearing his statement or endorsing it. 

Mr. Wendell Furry 

Mr ane will you raise your right hand and be sworn? In the 
matter now in hearing before this committee, do you solemnly swear 
to tell the trut ith, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 


TESTIMONY OF WENDELL H. FURRY (ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, GERALD A. BERLIN, BOSTON, MASS. 


Mr. Furry. I do. 
Mr. Coun. May we get the name of counsel for the record? 
lr. Bertin. Gerald A. Berlin 
Mr. Coun Can we get your address for the record? 
Mr. Brerir > Concord Avenue, Cambridge 
Mr. Coun And that is the address at which we can reach you? 
Mr r RLIN. My office is 85 Devonshire Street, Boston 
The CuarrmMan. Again may | remind the photographers no flash 


pictures Seale the testimony of the witness 
Ir. Coun. Mr. Chairman, before the witness testifies, I would like 

to insert in the record the sworn testimony first of all of Robert Davis, 
f Robert Gorham Davis, of the faculty of Smith College. 

The CHarrMan. May | suggest first, Mr. Cohn, that you establish 
the identity of the witness. 

Mr. Conn. Would you give us your name, Mr. Furry. 

Mr. Furry. Wendell H. Furry. 

Mr. Coun. F-u-r-r-y? 

Mr. Furry. Yes. 


Mr. Coun. Are you an associate professor at Harvard University? 
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Mr. Furry. That is correct. 

The CuarrMan. I must insist to the photographers that they can- 
not sit there in front of the witness with their cameras focused upon 
him. It is too much of a mental hazard when a witness is testifying, 
unless the witness doesn’t object. 

Mr. Furry. They can have plenty of pictures afterward, and they 
have had quite a few before. 

Mr. Coun. Now, Mr. Chairman, the testimony of Robert Gorham 
Davis is as follows, and this is from a record of the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities, dated February 25, 1953. The question 
to Mr. Davis was as follows, by Mr. Tavenner: 

Were you acquainted with Wendell Furry? 

Mr. Davis. I knew him very well. He was a member of the group. 

And that, Mr. Chairman, in the previous testimony it indicates a 
member of the group of the Communist Party. 

Mr. TAVENNER. Was he a member of the group when you left Harvard? 

Mr. Davis. Yes. Not when I left Harvard. I have no way of knowing when 
I left Harvard, because I left Harvard 3 years after I left the party, nearly 4 vears 


Mr. TAVENNER. Yes, but was he a member of the party when you left the party? 
Mr. Davis. Yes 


> 


Further, Mr. Chairman, from the testimony of Granville Hicks, 
offered to that same committee on February 26, 1953: 


Mr. TAVENNER. Did you become acquainted with Dr. Wendell } irry while at 
Harvard? 

Mr. Hicks. Yes, I did 

Mr. TAVENNER. Was he a member of the Communist Party cell or group of 
which you were a member? 


Mr. Hicks. Yes, he was 


Mr. TAVENNER. Was he a member when you came there? 
Mr. Hicks. Yes 
Mr. TAVENNER. Was he a member when you left? 


Mr. Hicks. Yes. 


Is that testimony true, Mr. Furry? 

Mr. Furry. Yes, sir; that testimony is true, and I would like at 
this point to make a statement. 

The CHarrMaANn. You have been informed previously that the rule 
of the committee adopted unanimously is that statements must be 
submitted 24 hours in advance. That is not my rule, it is a rule of 
the committee. We waived that rule in your case before. You may 
submit the statement to the staff, and undoubtedly you will be 
allowed to read it. 

Mr. Furry. Will it be placed in the record, sir? 

The CHatrMan. I just got through telling you that the rule of the 
committee is, and vou were informed 

Mr. Furry. I was not informed. 

The CHarrMan. That a statement must be submitted 24 hours in 
advance, that it is a written rule adopted unanimously by the com- 
mittee. I will undoubtedly cut that down from 24 hours to a few 
minutes. But submit the statement to the staff. 

The statement was submitted to committee staff. 

The CHarrMan. The question is, was that testimony true? You 
said ves, it was? 

Mr. Furry. Yes, sir. There will be plenty of time for me to make 
this brief statement while you are reading it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. If you do not mind, I will still act as chairman. 
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You may read the statement. 

Mr. Coun. Do you have another copy of it 

Mr. Furry. No. Copies were made for me this morning after I 
brought it into the office. 

Our forefathers wrote into the Constitution the privilege of the 
fifth amendment to provide protection which good citizens may some- 
times sorely need. Innocent people who feel the threat of false, mis- 
taken, or overzealous prosecution because of unpopular opinions have 
every right to invoke this protection. It is clear, however, that wide- 
spread misrepresentation has produced in many minds a distorted idea 
of the meaning of the constitutional privilege. Though its real pur- 
pose has always been to shield the innocent, many people have been 
misled into be lieving that the exercise of the privilege is an admission 
of guilt. I have now come to the belief that for me to continue to 
claim my constitutional privilege would bring undue harm to me and 
to the great institution with which I am connected. 

Although I am sure that my past claims to the privilege have been 
both legally justified and morally right, I now intend to waive my 
constitutional rights and give this committee all the evidence it may 
legitimately seek concerning my own activities and associations. [ 
hope that by telling my own political history I can help to dispel sus- 
picion and contribute to public understanding. 

Experience has taught me that the inquiry is likely to concern 
other persons than myself. I feel obliged to state now that I shall 
respectfully refuse to answer questions that bring in the names of 
other people. I wish to make it clear, however, that if I knew of 
any person whose conduct as I saw it was criminal, I should feel 
bound to reveal the facts. I am not seeking to protect the guilty 
from prosecution. I wish merely to shield the innocent from perse- 
cution. I hope that on this matter the committee will respect my 
conscience 

The CuarrmMan. May I say, Mr. Furry, that a man who has been 
a member of the Communist conspiracy is not exactly the last word on 
who is guilty and who is innocent. It is not up to you to decide that, 
it is not up to us to decide that. It is up to this committee to expose 
the facts. It is up to the law-enforcing agencies to decide who should 
be prosecuted. 

I want to assure you right now that vou will not be allowed to 
protect any member of the Communist conspiracy because you think 
that they are only innocent conspirators. You will be ordered to 
answer the questions that we ask you, and we will now proceed. 

Mr. Furry. My word in the last statement was hope, not trust, si 

The CrarrMan. Well, we have had many Communists appear 
before this committee who hoped that they would not be called. 
We asked you the last time that you were here whether or not you 
had discussed your secret radar work with members of the Communist 
Party. You refused at that time and said that you were refusing 
because you felt your answer might tend to incriminate you. Do 
you want to change that answer today’ 

Mr. Furry. I certainly do, sir. I am not claiming any constitu- 
tional privilege. There were some members of the Communist Party 
employed in the laboratory where I was employed. By my observa- 
tion they were among the more security-minded members of this 
laboratory. They never in any way departed from the rules, to my 
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knowledge, or showed any inclination to regard any outside connec- 
tions, including that with the Communist Party, as having any bear- 
ing on their work. ‘They were devoted to the war effort, they worked 
loyally, and I shall not reveal their names. 

The CHarrMan. What were their names? 

Mr. Furry. I refuse to answer that, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. You are ordered to answer. 

Mr. Furry. I refuse. 

The CHarrMAN. How many Communists were working on the radar 
work? 

Mr. Furry. Something like half a dozen. 

The CHarrMAN. To your knowledge, are they still there? 

Mr. Furry. No. 

The CHarrMan. Where are they now? 

Mr. Furry. To my best knowledge, and about only one of them 
I have any real doubts as to where he might be employed, none of 
them are working on any Government work. 

The CHAarrMAN. Do you know where the six are now working? 

Mr. Furry. Pretty well, but I shall not reveal it. It might help 
to reveal their names. 

The CHarrMan. Do you know where all six are working as of 
today? 

Mr. Furry. There is one of them that I haven’t looked up. 

The CHarrMan. Do you know whether he is in the radar laboratory 
or not? 

Mr. Furry. I would be very much surprised if I found that he was. 

The CHarrMan. Do you know whether he is or not? 

Mr. Furry. I do not. 

The Cuarrman. And the other five, do you know where they are? 

Mr. Furry. -Yes. 

The CHarrMAn. Have you had recent contact with the other five? 

Mr. Furry. Not very recent. 

The CuatrMan. When was the last contact—when did you last have 
contact with the five Communists who were working in the radar 
laboratory? 

Mr. Furry. Well, sir, I have certainly had no contact with them as 
a group for many years. The last time I saw any one of them was 
last summer. It is a personal contact and these circumstances were 
not mentioned at any time in our conversation. 

The CuarrMan. I am a bit curious to know how you know where 
all five are working. Answer this question: You had contact with 
one last summer. ‘That was the last time you had contact with them. 
Let’s take them by number instead of by name. No. 1 you had 
contact with last summer. Is that right? 

Mr. Furry. Yes. 

The CuatrMan. Did vou know where he was working then? 

Mr. Furry. Yes, I knew roughly. Certainly I knew enough about 
it to know that he was not working for any Government project. 

The Cuatrman. And do you know where he is working now? 

Mr. Furry. That well, sir, certainly that well. 

The CHatrMan. Have you been in contact with him since last 
summer? 

Mr. Furry. No. 
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The CuarrmMan. How do you know where he is working now, then, 
if you have had no contact? 

Mr. Furry. Sir, I will not reveal the exact circumstances of this, 
but it happens that I know exactly that I know he is not working for 
the Government. I would be willing to be prosecuted for perjury if 
he were working for the United States Government. 

The CnatrmMan. You know exactly where he is working, is that 
correct? 

Mr. Furry. I know enough about it to know this with certainty. 

The CuarrMan. All right. Where is he working? 

Mr. Furry. He happens to be working for a university in Great 
Britain. That is the sort of evidence I have about these people. I 
don’t need to have seen them yesterday. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s take No. 2. When did you last see No. 2? 

Mr. Furry. Of course, I have to decide who is No. 2. 

The CHarrMan. You pick out No. 2. 

Mr. Furry. And there are a number of these people that I have 
really very little notion when I last saw them. It has been sometime 
within the last few years. 

The CHarrMan. You said there were six. You were a Communist 
and they were Communists. You say you will not give the name. 
[ am trying to identify them by number. Let’s take No. 2. When 
did you last see him? 

Mr. Furry. Well, for No. 2, I will take a man of whom I am not 
sure just when I last saw him, but it was within the last year or two, 
and | _— from professional connections just where he is working. 

The CHarrmMan. Where is he working? 

Mr. i rrRY. In an American university and I am pretty sure on 
nothing connected with Government work, certainly no secret work. 

The CuarrmMan. Is he teaching? 

Mr. Furry. Yes, it is my impression that his work is just like mine 
at the present, teaching and research of what you might call the free 
enterprise kind, which still exists m this country. 

The CHarrMan. What is his hame? 

Mr. Furry. | refuse to state. 

The CHarrMan. You are ordered to state it. 

Mr. Furry. I refuse. 

The CuarrMan. No. 3, the third Communist who was working in 
the radar laboratory with you. 

Mr. Furry. For No. 3 I will take another person whom I have 
known for some time to be in Western Europe and for No. 4 I will 
also take the same. 

The Cuarrman. No. 4 is also in Western Europe? 

Mr. Furry. Yes. 

The CuarrmMan. Has either No. 3 or No. 4 disappeared behind the 
Iron Curtain? 

Mr. Furry. No, not to my knowledge. I havea’t read today’s 
paper. 

The Cuarrman. By No. 3 and No. 4, we are referring to members 
of the Communist Party who were working in the radar laboratories 
with you and you say now they are in Western Europe; is that right? 

Mr. Furry. That is right, and I should be enormously surprised if 
they did not stay right in the countries where they are. 1 don’t 
think they have any motive whatever to change. 
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The Cuarrman. No. 5? 

Mr. Furry. I wonder whether there really are 6 or only 5. Will 
you give me a moment to think? 

Well, sir, I am not at ease to the best that I might be, and maybe 
I was counting myself as the sixth. I can’t think of but five now. 

The CuarrMANn. You named four, will you name the fifth? 

Mr. Furry. The fifth one will be a person whom I have not seen 
since that time, probably, certainly not recently, and of whom I have 
only the impression that he is in private employment or with 
university in this country. 

The CuarrMAN. You do not know whether he is working for the 
Government, whether he is working on secret work or what he is 
doing, from your own knowledge? 

Mr. Furry. I would be glad to look that up for you, and let you 
know, sir. 

The CHarrMaANn. We will order you to give us his name at this time. 

Mr. Furry. I refuse to do that. 

The CuarrmMan. I believe I covered this. You have been ordered 
to give us the names of all the people known to you to be Communists, 
ne in the radar laboratory while you were working there. By 
the radar laboratory, I mean the Government 1adar laboratory where 
classified material is handled. You are ordered to answer that. 

Mr. Furry. Now, sir, my mind wandered a moment. I am sorry, 
I did not quite get exactly any difference between this question and 
the last. Will you please repeat it? 

The CuarrmMan. The reporter will read it. 

.The reporter read from his notes as requested.) 

Mr. Furry. I refused to answer that question some time ago, 
and I still refuse, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, as to the professor who was a Communist 
and worked with you in the radiation laboratory whom you have 
identified as now teaching in an American university, let me ask you 
this question: Is this university Harvard? 

Mr. Furry. No, sir, it is not. 

The Cuarrman. Is it MIT? 

Mr. Furry. Sir, I cannot answer all these questions going through 
the list of American universities one by one. I will make the state- 
ment that it is not MIT, but I think I will have to refuse to answer 
if you keep on listing different places. I mean, this would be a way 
of identifying the man finally. It would be a game of 20 questions, 

The CuarrMAN. Do you know whetber it is a land-grant colle ge? 

Mr. Furry. I don’t really know that sort of thing about places, sir. 

The CHarrMaNn. As far as you know, it is supported by funds from 
tax-exempt foundations or by land grants. Is that right? 

Mr. Furry. I believe it is partly privately endowed and partly sup- 
ported by State funds. I know of no Federal connection. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know whether or not there are any Federal 
connections? 

Mr. Furry. I do not know, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I believe you have been ordered to answer the ques- 
tion, but so that the record will be clear you are ordered to answer as 
to the name of the college. 

Mr. Furry. The name of the college? I refuse to answer that, sir. 


40220—54- -6 








38 SUBVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE ESTABLISHMENTS 


The CHatrmMan. How many Communists were in your cell while 
you were working in the radar laboratory? 

Mr. Furry. Well, I worked there for 2 years, and this was a funny 
period. I mean, strictly speaking, I knew some of these people to be 
members of the Communist Party before this period, and a few after- 
ward, but during most of this period, or a good deal of this period at 
least, there wasn’t any Communist Party, according to what was on 
paper, at least. It was a Communist political association and they 
had rather large meetings for a while. A number of people came who 
had not been ‘oming Lo ec ll meetines before, and people brought their 
wives and so on. 

The CHArRMAN. You are aware, of course, of the fact that the 
Communist Party dropped the name “Communist Party” and became 
the “Communist Political Association” during the 1940’s, is that 
correct? 

Mr. Furry. Sometime around 1942 to 1945, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. 1944, was it not? 

Mr. Furry. I really don’t know. 

The CuarrmMan. When did you join the Communist Party? 

Mr. Furry. 1938. 

The CuarrmMan. Where were you at that time? 

Mr. Furry. I was at Harvard University. 

The Cuarrman. And who recruited you into the party? 

Mr. Furry. I refuse to answer that question, sir. 

The CHarrMaNn. The witness is ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Furry. Well, sir, it is against my principle to give names here. 
I think it would be an immoral thing for me to do. But the person 
who recruited me into the party has testified publicly about his own 
connections with the party, and although it is an unpleasant thing 
to do, if you demand it, I will state that it was William T. Martin. 

The CHArRMAN. Give the name again. 

Mr. Furry. William T. Martin. 

The CHarRMAN. William T. Martin? 

Mr. Furry. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMAN. He is where now, at MIT? 

Mr. Furry. At MIT. 

The CHarrMan. Teaching there? 

Mr. Furry. Yes, sir. 

The CHarRMAN. Who were the members of your original Communist 
Party cell? 

Mr. Furry. Certainly not all of them have identified themselves, 
sir, and I will remark also that that is a rather difficult question. 
There were a number of shifts right at that time before any definite 
cell was organized after I joined it. 

The CHarrMan. You said certainly all of them have not identified 
themselves. 

Mr. Furry. Certainly all have not identified themselves and I am 
not giving names of anybody who has not already identified them- 
selves. 

The CuarrMan. In other words, you will only give names of those 
who have identified themselves as Communists? 

Mr. Furry. I don’t call that giving names, Senator. I will let the 
names of those come into the discussion, if they are relevant. 
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The CuHarrmMan. Just so we understand you thoroughly, you are 
now in a public session, and normally we do not demand names of 
Communists in a public session unless they are in the room so the y can 
deny their Communist affiliation. However, you were in executive 
session, and you were asked these questions. If you have any aver- 
sion to giving the names in public session and want to give them in 
executive session, if you would rather give the names to a grand jury 
or the FBI, we will be glad to accommodate you. In other words, we 
will not force you to give them in public session. So if you are refus- 
ing because this is a pub lic session, we will go into executive session. 

Mr. Furry. Well, sir, I would like to say this: I understand that 
I have changed my esaition since our private hearing, and naturally 
that, you might say, messes things up a little bit for all of us. But 
I would like to say that I do not think it would do any good to go 
into private session. If I were called before a grand jury which I 
believed was investigating substantive crimes against the United 
States, such as sabotage, espionage, anything of that sort, and were 
asked to give names with the indication that this would be relevant to 
that investigation of actual crime, not just political crime or crime of 
opinion, I would give the names, to the best of my ability. I will not 
give them when it involves political persecution only. 

The CHairMan. In other words, you yourself will decide whether 
you should give the names. Let me ask you this question: If we refer 
your case over to a grand jury, will you give the names of the six 
Communists who were working with you in the radar laboratory? 

Mr. Furry. No, sir; I would give them to a grand jury only if the 
grand jury were investigating actual crimes, not crimes of opinion 
but actual crimes, of espionage, sabotage or that sort of thing. I 
would give them, certainly, if they were involved there. 

The CuarrMan. For the benefit of counsel, I may say that I realize 
we are wasting time trying to get this man to give the names of his 
coconspirators. I am going to give him the opportunity, however, to 
answer all of these questions. Each time he refuses he will be cited 
for contempt. This will be another way, perhaps, of getting rid of 
some of Mr. Pusey’s fifth amendment Communists. 

Did you know an Israel Halperin? 

Mr. Furry. I know Mr. Halperin quite well. 

The Cuarman. I wonder if we can put into evidence, Mr. Cohn, 
the report of the Royal Commission. 

Mr. Coun. It is the report of the Royal Commission of Canada, 
section 12, which is entitled ‘Summary of Findings.”’ 

The Commission reports: 

We report that the following public officials and other persons in positions of 
trust or otherwise have communicated directly or indirectly secret and confiden- 
tial information, the disclosure of which might be inimical to the safety and inter- 
ests of Canada, to the agents of a foreign power 
meaning, of course, the Soviet Union. No. 5 on that list is Israel 
Halperin. 

The Cuarrman. I think for the benefit of the press, this is not Morris 
Halperin that has been in the news recently. This is Israel Halperin. 

Now, Mr. Furry, did you collect funds for the defense of Mr. Hal- 
perin? 

Mr. Furry. I collected funds for the assistance of Mr. Halperin 
and his family during their difficulties. Perhaps part of these funds, 
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certainly collected by somebody, may have gone toward paying his 
attorneys’ fees. He had one of the most prominent conservative 
attorneys in Canada at his trial at which he was easily acquitted, and 
the fees were very nominal. Most of this money went to his family. 
At no time, so far as I know, was the expression ‘‘defense fund”’ used 
nor was there any propaganda campaign. It was a quiet matter 
among people who knew Mr. Halperin personally, for the most part. 

The CuarrMan. You say he was easily acquitted. Let’s get a 
yicture of that easy acquittal. Is it correct that Mr. David Gordon 
na named Halperin under oath as a Soviet spy, that then for some 
mysterious reason, when Mr. Halperin’s trial came up, Mr. Lunan 
refused to testify as he had testified under oath previously? As a 
result, Mr. Lunan served time in jail. Is that your definition of an 
easy acquittal? 

Mr. Furry. By easy acquittal, I meant that the judge found for 
acquittal without hearing any case for the defense. That seems rather 
easy to me, sir. As for the matter of Mr. Lunan, I don’t think any 
of us can be sure of his reason for refusing to testify. Wedoknow—— 

The Cuarrman. Did Lunan get any of the funds that you collected? 

Mr. Furry. I certainly don’t think he did, sir. I mean, this was 
not that sort of thing at all. 

The CuarrMaANn. You do not think he did? Do you know? 

Mr. Furry. I didn’t follow the money all the way to Canada, sir. 
I believed the integrity of Mr. Halperin. He has never given me, in 
apy of our many conversations, any reason to believe that either he 
was io any way guilty in this ca:e or that he was ever a member of the 
Communist Party in Canada. I don’t think he had anything what- 
ever—— 

The CuarrMan. Do you know that he was identified under oath 
by Lunan as a member of the Soviet spy ring? 

Mr. Furry. I beg your pardon. 

The Cuarrmman. Do you know that he had been identified under 
oath by Mr. Lunan as a member of the Soviet spy ring? 

Mr. Furry. I know, sir, that a number of people gave testimony 
before this Royal Commission under strange conditions. Many of 
them had been held incommunicado for weeks. And I know that 
some of them were sent to prison on evidence that they were induced 
to give against themselves, not having or not realizing that they 
could invoke any constitutional privilege, and that in some cases 
it was proved—I mean this is my impression, I only read Canadian 
newspaper reports and had conversations with people—some of them 
were sent to prison on evidence that was later shown to have been 
impossible. 

This Commission, in my impression, was not to be taken as a 
judgment of the facts. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you know that Halperin traveled under the 
assumed name of Bacon? 

Mr. Furry. I don’t know any such thing, sir. I know that there 
were allegations to that effect in this Commission’s report. When 
Mr. Halperin mentioned this to me, sir, he said that when they first 
asked him about the name of Bacon, he thought that was something 
he had for breakfast. I wasn’t inside his head, but that is what he 

ld me, and I believe in his integrity. 
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The CuHatrrMan. Do you know that he was accused of stealing 
atomic secrets? 

Mr. Furry. I don’t see how he could have been accused of stealing 
atomic secrets, sir, except in the press. He never had anything 
whatever to do with any atomic project. 

The CuyatrMan. Do you know that he was accused of espionage? 
When you were collecting the money for him, you knew that he was 
being accused of being an espionage agent. 

Mr. Furry. I knew he was under charges of violating the Official 
Secrets Act. I also knew that he was a man whom I had admired, was 
a close personal friend of mine, related to me by marriage, and that 
dozens of people in this country and in Canada were also helping to 
contribute to him and his family. 

The Cuarrman. Did you know a Dr. Allen Nunn May? 

Mr. Furry. No, sir. The only possibility of my meeting him 
would be if he were one of the dozens of people that I met casually at 
a meeting of the British Association in 1938, without remembering 
their names more than half a minute afterward. I can’t guarantee 
you on that. 

The CHarrMAN. How many trips did you make to Canada during 
the espionage trials or after the individuals in question had been 
charged with being Soviet agents? 

Mr. Furry. I made one trip to Canada to see the Halperin family 
in the early fall or perhaps I should say late summer of 1946, in com- 
pany with my father-in-law, who is Mr. Halperin’s father-in-law, 
also. We visited the family for a few days, had family discussions 
largely. Mr. Halperin told me some of the remarkable stories of his 
incarceration. He never gave me any reason to think that he was 
anvthing but entirely innocent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question was how many trips. Was that the 
only one? 

Mr. Furry. That was the only one during that period. There 
have been quite a few since, family visits. 

The CHArRMAN. Was the 1946 trip the first trip you made to 
Canada? 

Mr. Furry. Certainly the first trip with which the Halperin family 
was at all connected. I had been across the bridge a time or two at 
Detroit and Buffalo, I mean at Niagara Falls. 

The CHARMAN. In other words, you were only over there once in 
connection with this spy case? 

Mr. Furry. It was in connection with our family connection, sir. 
Of course we knew he was in trouble. It was going on, but it was a 
family matter. 

The Cuarrman. Did you deliver money to him then? 

Mr. Furry. I did not, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much money did you collect for Halperin? 

Mr. Furry. Not very much. Most of the collection was done by 
other people. I suppose I collected maybe something of the order 
of $300. 

The CHarrmMan. Who did you collect it from? 

Mr. Furry. I can’t remember all the names. 

The CHarrMan. Do you remember anyone whom you collected 
money from? 
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Mr. Furry. Well, sir, I know that this is an idea to get me to give 
names, and I know that it is not a good thing when people’s names are 
brought up before such a committee. 

The Cuarrman. This is no laughing matter. It is rather important 
to get the names of people collecting money to defend a Communist 
spy, one who has been named as a spy under oath, one who is found to 
be a spy by the Royal Commission, one who got off only because his 
coconspirators, for some mysterious reason, either because of a payoff 
or some other reason, finally refused to testify. You may think that is 
a laughing matter. 

Mr. Furry. Sir, to the best of my belief, none of the people that 
I know about who contributed to this were Communists, never at any 
time, and I refuse to have them smeared. 

The CuarrmMan. Who contributed the money? 

Mr. Furry. | refuse to answer that. 

The CHAtRMAN. You are ordered to answer it. 

Mr. Furry. I refuse. 

The CHarrMan. Who else collected money for this man named as 
an espionage agent? 

Mr. Furry. I refuse to answer that. 

The CHArRMAN. You are ordered to answer. 

Mr. Furry. I refuse. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, you told us you knew six Communists who 
worked in the radar laboratories. Did you know any other Com- 
munists working in any Government work or any defense plant? 

Mr. Furry. This is a little hard to figure. You see, sir, the ques- 
tion of “know’’ comes in here, and one of the things I don’t like about 
this questioning about names is that it always gets down to impres- 
sions and things like that. I think there is perhaps one person whom 
I had seen at meetings of the Communist Political Association, but 
without any knowledge directly as to whether this person attended 
meetings of the smaller things before and after that or not, who was 
employed in Government work. That is the only person of whom I 
ean think right now that I had that much definite knowledge about. 

The CHatrMan. Where was he employed? 

Mr. Furry. I refuse to state that, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You are ordered to answer it. 

Mr. Furry. I refuse to state. 

The CHarrMan. What kind of work was he doing? 

Mr. Furry. Work connected with electromagnetic waves, radia- 
tion, and soon. It was not connected with the atomic bomb. Excuse 


me, sir. 
The CHAtrRMAN. What was his name? 
Mr. Furry. Excuse me, sir. I did know one who was in the 


atomic-bomb project. It has slipped my mind. 

The CHatrrMan. What was his name? 

Mr. Furry. This is a person who has been identified by a number 
of other witnesses. He has never identified himself publicly, but he 
has been reported in the press to have been a cooperative witness 
before the Velde committee last spring. 

The CHatrmMan. What was his name? 

Mr. Furry. If you insist on his name, I will say it was Rubby 
Sherr 
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The CHarrMan. What was the name of the other individual work- 
ing on electromagnetic waves? 

Mr. Furry. In the case of the other individual, the case is entirely 
different, and I refuse to give the name. 

The CHarrMan. You are ordered to give the name 

Mr. Furry. I refuse. 

The CHarrMANn. Where is he working today? 

Mr. Furry. I will not state that, except that it has nothing to do 
with Government work. 

The CHarRMAN. What does it have to do with? 

Mr. Furry. I think I better refuse to state that on account of 
identifying him, mostly. 

The CHArRMAN. You are ordered to answer. 

Mr. Furry. I refuse. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you think the Communist system is superior 
to ours? 

Mr. Furry. Well, there are various points of comparison, sir, but 
on most of them right now it looks pretty inferior to ours. 

The CuHarrmMan. You think it is inferior? 

Mr. Furry. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. In other words, you would select our form of 
Government to the Communist form? 

Mr. Furry. I certainly did. I certainly would. And all my life, 
of course, I have loved this country and I have never thought of 
any thing except a peaceable change in its Government, possibly. 

The CHarrMan. Have you changed your mind on that since you 
appeared on November 4 re year? 

Mr. Furry. November 4, last year? 

The CuarrMan. Have you changed your mind that our system was 
superior to the Communist system since November 4 of last year, and 
if so, why have you changed your mind? 

Mr. Furry. Why, sir; I think that the peaceable change of adminis- 
tration in this country which we all knew was going to go through all 
right, and which did, and which presented such a contrast to the sort 
of doubt as to who was going to come out on top in Russia, I think 
that confirmed everybody’s impression that our Government is su- 
perior, but I didn’t need it. I was already convinced. I don’t know 
what you mean by asking about November 4 last year. 

The CuatrMan. On November 4 last year were you in doubt as to 
whether our system was superior to the Communists 

Mr. Furry. I was not, sir; not by any means. 

The CHarrRMAN. You were not? 

Mr. Furry. I was before you at the time, sir; and I was not speaking 
nearly as frankly as I am now, you may remember, about a number 
of things. I was invoking the privilege. 

The CuarrmMan. Did I understand you to say that our system is 
inferior in some things and superior in some things? 

Mr. Furry. Of course it was November 4, 1952, when we had the 
peaceable change. I mean, this makes a foolish thing I put in the 
record, but let’s let it go. 

The CuHarrMan. All right. 

Now that you know that last year was 1953, can you tell us why 
you changed your idea, if you did? 
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Mir. Furry. No; I made no change in my idea at that time, sir. 
[ told you at the time that my opinion of the Communist system was 
a pretty low opinion at the time. I don’t remember the exact words 
of my testimony, but I think I indicated it pretty clearly. 

The CuarrmMan. The last time you were before us, you refused to 
tell us whether or not you had attempted to indoctrinate your students 
in the Communist philosophy. Since that time there has been a 
demand by a number of people for your dismissal. That was cited 
as one of the grounds. [assume you change your story on that today, 
too? 

Ir. Furry. Sir, I didn’t tell any story last time, so I am not 
changing any story. At present I am happy, since I am not obliged 
to refuse to answer questions in order to protect my privilege, to 
answer that I certainly have never attempted to indoctrinate any 
students with Communist philosophy. 

The CuarrmMan. When you told us that you thought if you answered 
that question the answer might tend to incriminate you, at that time 
were you aware of the fact that you never had attempted to indoctri- 
nate any students? 

Mr. Furry. I was aware of it, and I also was aware of the doctrine 
of areas under the privilege which you had expounded very ably 
yourself, sir, and this certainly would have come under that area 
and would have been a waiver of my privilege. It certainly is a 
matter of law that a witness would have to refuse to answer all ques- 
tions which come within such an area. That was, of course, my 
constitutional ground for invoking the privilege and, in fact, for 
having to invoke it. I am very glad on that question that I don’t 
have to invoke it today. 

The CHarMan. Do you know of any one connected with Harvard 
who is or was a member of the Communist Party? 

\M[r. Furry. Sir, I] am not sorting people for the committee. 

The CHarrMan. Answer the question. 

Mr. Furry. Well, I would like to make this statement, and that is 
that I have never at any time known aryone who held a permanent 
position on the Harvard faculty with the exception of myself or who 
has since come to hold or who now holds a permanent position on the 
Harvard faculty, to be a member of the Communist Party. Apart 
from that, I will refuse to answer the question. 

The CHarrMAN. Your definition of permanent may be different 
than mine. I do not know. 

Mr. Furry. My definition is the rank of associate professor or 
professor, which carries 

The CuarrMan. The question is, Do you know anyone in any 
way connected with Harvard who is or was a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Furry. Sir, there are all sorts of difficulties with this business 
of naming and sorting names, and I am very glad that I am having 
nothing to do with it. One of them is that indications, opinions, 
impressions, and differences of people’s statements come into it, and 
that makes it not only one of the most distasteful notions I can think 
of to engage in, but also an extremely dangerous one, and I am not 
going to answer that question. 

The CuarrMan. You are ordered to answer the question. 
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Mr. Furry. I refuse, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You have told us that you knew 6 Communists, 

either who was or is working on electromagnetic wave research, the 
others working in the other departments of radar laboratories, and 
one in the atomic project. Can you tell us—and maybe you have 
answered this before but I am not sure—can you tell us where you 
would find this Communist today, the one who is working on the 
electromagnetic wave research project? Is he still in that work? 

Mr. Furry. Certainly not for the Government, sir, but I have 
refused to indicate the present employment. 

The CHarrman. Is he in that tvpe of work? 

Mr. Furry. In scientifie work, sir, and I have no doubt sometimes 
having something to do with an electromagnetic wave. But I refuse 
to indicate the kind of employment 

The CHatrMAN. You are ordered to, but I assume you still refuse‘ 

Mr. Furry. I still refuse. 

The CHARMAN. I believe you refused to tell us at which university 
he is? 

Mr. Furry. I refused to even say whether it was a university or 
something else. But I said it had no connection with Government 
work. 

The CHarrMan. Is he at a university? 

Mr. Furry. No 

The CHarrMan. And you know where he is working, though? 

Mr. Furry. Yes. Roughly, I should perhaps say 

The CHarrMan. Is it for a company that is doing any Government 
work? 

Mr. Furry. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are sure of that? 

Mr. Furry. Yes. 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Furry, you may step down 

Mr. Counsel, may I say as a courtesy to counsel, we always inform 
counsel when we intend to ope cases to the Senate for contempt 
Obviously this case will be submitted, and to the grand jury. Are 
there an} additional questions? 

Mr. ‘ON. No questions. 

Mr ‘aRR. No questions 

The CHarrMan. I am sorry, I mean to ask the members of your 
commission: If you have any ee at any time that you would 
like for me to ask, I will be glad to ask them. 1 think we have covered 
the field pretty well. 

Mr. Furry. Am I dismissed from the subpena, su 

The CuatrMan. No, you are not dismissed from the subpena 
You will consider yourself under continuing subpena. May I say 
you are dismissed for today. 

Mr. Furry. This subpena has been running for some 3 months now, 
or 2 months. 

The CHatrMan. This, in the opinion of the Chair, is one of the most 
aggravated cases of contempt that we have had before us, as I see it 
Here you have a man teaching at one of our large universities. He 
knows that there were six Communists handling secret Government 
work, radar work, atomic work. He refuses to give either this 
committee or the FBI or anyone else the information which he has. 


) 
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To me it is inconceivable that a university which has had the reputa- 
tion of being a great university would keep this type of a creature on 
teaching our children. Because of men like this who have refused to 
give the Government the information which they have in their own 
minds about Communists who are working on our secret work many 
young men have died in the past, and if we lose a war in the future it 
will be the result of the lack of loyalty, complete immorality, of these 
individuals who continue to protect the conspirators. 

You may step down. 

The committee will adjourn until 2 o’clock this afternoon, at which 
time we will have an executive session. There will be an open session 
tomorrow morning at 10:30. 

Whereupon, at 12 noon, the committee was recessed, to reconvene 


t 


at 2 p.m. the same day in executive session. ) 





SUBVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE ESTABLISH- 
MENTS AND INDUSTRY 


SATURDAY, JANUARY 16, 1954 


UnirTep STATES SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Boston, Mass. 
The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to recess, in court- 
room No. 3, Federal Building, Boston, Mass., Senator Joseph R. 
MeCarthy (chairman) presiding. 
Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin. 
Present also: Roy M. Cohn, chief counsel; Francis P. Carr, exec- 
utive director; Donald F. O’Donnell, assistant counsel: C. George 
Anastos, assistant counsel. 
The CHarrMAn. The committee will come to order. 
Mr. Cohn, who is your first witness this morning? 
Mr. Conn. Mr. Bolys, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHarrMANn. Would you stand and raise your right hand? 
In this matter now in hearing before this committee, do you sol- 
emnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 


Mr. Bouys. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF VICTOR BOLYS, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
FREDERICK FRANK COHEN, BOSTON, MASS. 


Mr. Coun. Can we get your full name, please, sir? 


Mr. Borys. Victor Bolys. 

Mr. Boun. B-o-l-y-s? 

Mr. Borys. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. And where do you reside? 

Mr. Botys. 11 Atherton Avenue, Nashua, N. H. 

Mr. Coun. Where are you employed? 

Mr. Botys. I was employed in the GE river works, Lynn, Mass. 

Mr. Coun. You say you were employed at General Electric? 

Mr. Botys. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Until when? 

Mr. Botys. Until 2 weeks before Christmas, the middle of Novem- 
ber. 

Mr. Coun. What bappened at that point? 

Mr. Botys. There was a lack of work in the General Electric Co., 
and I was laid off. 

Mr. Coun. Have you completely severed from the General Electric 
plant? 

Mr. Borys. Pardon me? 
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Mr. Conn. Do you have any connection with the General Electric 
plant now? 

Mr. Borys. No; not now. 

Mr. Coun. When you appeared before this committee in executive 
session, were you employed by General Electric? 

Mr. Borys. Yes. 

\ir. Conn. You were? 

Mr. Borys. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. For how long a period of time had you been working 
for General Electric? 

Mr. Borys. 1 worked for General Electric for about 2% years. 

The CuarrMan. And you were working for General Electric when 
you appeared before the committee and took the fifth amendment, 
right? 

Mii soLys. That is correct 

The CuarrmMan. | think General Electric should be complimented 
on the speed with which they got rid of the fifth amendment Com- 
munist cases. 

Mr. Boutys. I haven’t been notified of that as of vet, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You have been discharged? 

Mr. Borys. No, Lam laid off for lack of work. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you were not laid off because vou 
took the fifth amendment but because of lack of work? 

Mr. Borys. That is correct 

Mr. Conn. Are you eligible for reemployment, as far as you know, 
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at this time 

Mr. Borys. Yes 

Mr. Conn. In other words, if there is a demand for additional 
workers, vou would be one of those reinstated? 

Mr. Botys. I should be called 

Mr. Conn. You should‘ be called? 

Mr. Bouys. Yes 

Mr. Conn. That is by some order of priority? 

Mr. Bontys. Yes, according to the union. 

Mir. Conn. And you are on the list, is that right 

Mr. Bouys. Yes, sir; as far as I know. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Bolys, during the time you have been working for 
General Electric, have you done any work on parts for ships under 
Navy contract: 

Mir. Botys. There has been some that came through, ves. 

Mir. Conn. Has that involved turbines and other parts? 

Mr. Borys. That is correct. 

Mr. Conn. And while you were doing this work on these Navy 
contracts, were you a member of the Communist Party? 

\ir. Borys. I refuse to answer on the grounds that it may incrim- 
inate me under the fifth amendment. 

The CuatrrMan. Will vou speak a little louder, sir? 

Mr. Bouys. I refuse to answer on the fifth amendment on the 
rrounds that it may incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You are entitled to refuse. 

Mr. Conn. Are you a member of the Communist Party today? 

Mr. Borys. I will cite the fifth amendment on that. 

Mr. Coun. Have you attended Communist Party meetings with 
other persons employed at the General Electric plant? 


») 
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Mr. Borys. Fifth amendment. 

Mr. Coun. By the way, you worked at the plant at Lynn, Mass., 
is that correct? 

Mr. Boutys. That is correct. 

Mr. Coun. The river works plant? 

Mr. Borys. That is correct. 

The CHarrMAN. You seem to be quite husky and hes althy. Can’t 
you speak loud enough so we can hear you? If you will, please. 

Mr. Botys. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Did you recruit into the Communist Party any persons 
working with you at General Electric? 

Mr. Botys. Fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. By fifth amendment, you mean that if you were 
to answer and tell the truth 

Mr. Borys. It may ine bs in ate me. 

The CuarrmMan. You fear the answer might incriminate you? 

Mr. Conn. And did vou: yourself, organize a Communist Party 
cell in the community in which you live in New Hampshire? 

Mr. Borys. | refuse to answer on the grounds it may incriminate 
me under the fifth amendment 

Mr. Coun, Have you, during the last 2% ve ars engaged in recruiting 
activities at the Lynn plant of General Electric’ 

Mr. Botys. Fifth amendment. 

The CuarrmMan, I will have to insist that you recite the part of the 
fifth amendment upon which you rely. There is considerable in the 
fifth amendment. I might say the at is for your protection also. 

Mr. Borys. Would you mind repeating that, sir? 

The CHarrMAN. I say you will have to recite that part of the fifth 
amendment upon whic h you base your refusal, in each case 

(The wi itness conferred with his counsel. 

7 he CHarRMAN. Do you follow me, sir? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CHArrMAN. Your answer is that you refuse to answer on the 
basis of self-incrimination? 

Mr. Borys. I do. I refuse to answer on the basis of self-incrimi- 
nation. 

The Cuarrman. If the Communist Party were to give you orders 
as of today, tell you what to do, would you disobey the Communist 
Party or would you obey the order? 

Mr. Borys. Pardon me. Would you repeat that again? 

The CuarrmMan. I will be glad to. Mr. Reporter, would you read 
the question? 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested.) 

Mr. Borys. I most certainly would disobey the Communist Party 
against anything. 

The CuHarRMAN. You would? 

Mr. Botys. Or any organization or any foreign country. 

The CHarrMan. Were you ordered to take the fifth amendment 
today when asked to give the names of other members of the Com- 
munist conspiracy by other than your attorney? You are not required 
to tell us what your lawyer told you. 

Mr. Borys. May I consult my attorney? 

The Cuarrman. You certainly may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Botys. Would you mind repeating that question again, sir? 

The CuarrMan. Will the reporter read the question? 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested.) 

The Cuarrman. Let me rephrase the question. Did the Com- 
munist Party or anyone known to you to be a Communist either order 
or suggest to you that you should take the fifth amendment today 
when asked to name other members of the Communist conspiracy? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel). 

The Cuarrman. Keep in mind, I am not talking about your lawyer 
You need not tell us what your lawyer advises you. 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Borys. No, sir. Nobody informed me on that point. 

The CHarrMan. If the Communist Party were to order you today 
to attempt to recruit new members, would you disobey? 

Mr. Bouys. Yes. 

The CHarmman. You would? You will get in Dutch, if you are 
not careful, with the Communists. 

Mr. Borys. | am no 

The Coamman. Are you a Communist as of today? 

Mr. Borys. I refuse to answer on the grounds that it may incrimi- 
nate me 

The CHarrMan. Do you feel that if you were to tell the truth, 
that might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Bonys. Pardon me? 

The CHarmman. Do you feel that to give us a truthful answer to 
the question of whether or not you are a Communist today, that 
truthful answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Borys. No. 

The Cuairnman. Then you are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Botys. I didn’t quite get that question, sir. 

The CHarrman. Well, we will start all over. You are not entitled 
to the fifth amendment to protect youself against perjury. You are 
not entitled to the fifth amendment to protect yourself against in- 
crimination by perjury. You are only entitled to the fifth amend- 
ment privilege if you feel that a truthful answer might tend to incrimi- 
nate you. Ihave asked you whether or not you are a Communist as 
of today. You have refused to answer. I have asked you the very 
simple question, do you feel that if vou were to tell the truth in answer 
to that question, that that truthful answer might tend to incriminate 
you? 

' (The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Borys. If I answered that question, sir, the way you put it, 
that question would tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. I cannot hear you. 

Mr. Borys. If I answered that question the way you put it, my 
answer would tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. You think 

Mr. Borys. That question would tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You think a truthful answer might tend to in- 
criminate you? 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CHAIRMAN. Just yes or no. 

Mr. Borys. The question you put to me would tend to incriminate 
me. 
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The Cuair MAN. A truthful answer, you think, would tend to in- 
criminate you? You understand, a perjurous answer naturally would 
incriminate you. You are not entitled to the fifth amendment. Iam 
asking you the simple question 

Mr. Bou ys. Excuse me, sir. 

The CHarrRMAN. Go ahead, so there is no doubt in your mind. | 
am not anxious to run up the list of contempt cases before this com- 
mittee. Iam asking you the very simple question. Do you think the 
truthful answer to whether or not you are a member of the Communist 
Party would tend to incriminate you. If you feel it would, then you 
are entitled to refuse. Otherwise, I shall order you to answer the 
question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Borys. I refuse to answer on the grounds of self-incrimination. 

The CuarrMan. You refuse to answer whether or not you think 
that your answer would tend to incriminate you; is that correct? 

Mr. Bouys. I refuse to answer on the grounds that that question 
may incriminate me, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Will you have the record show that the Chair has 
asked the witness whether or not he is a member of the Communist 
Party today. He has refused to answer. In order to determine 
whether or not be is entitled to the fifth amendment privilege, the 
Chair has asked the witness repeatedly whether or not he feels that a 
truthful answer to that question might tend to incriminate him. He 
refuses to tell the Chair whether or not he feels such answer would 
tend to incriminate him. Therefore, he has been ordered to answer 
the question of whether or not he is a Communist today. He per- 
sists in his refusal. 

When did you last attend a Communist cell meeting? 

May I interrupt, Mr. Counsel, you may want to advise with your 
client in this, because under the circumstances his case will be sub- 
mitted for contempt naturally. Do you advise with him? 

Mr. Conen. I do not advise with him, sir. 

The CHarrMan. When did you last attend a meeting of the mem- 
bers of the Communist conspiracy? 

Mr. Botys. I refuse to answer on the grounds that it may in- 
criminate me. I refuse to answer on the grounds it may incriminate 
me. 

The CHarrRMAN. Do you feel that a truthful answer would tend to 
incriminate you? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel) 

Mr. Borys. I refuse to answer on the grounds it may incriminate 
me, 

The CuarrMan. You are ordered to answer. I assume you still 
refuse? 

Mr. Botys. I refuse to answer on the grounds it may incriminate 
me. 

The CuHatrMan. Will you have the record show—and listen to this, 
Mr. Witness, so that you cannot claim ignorance of what occurred 
today at some future legal proceeding—have the record show that 
the witness was asked when he last attended a meeting of the Com- 
munist conspiracy. He refused to answer. The Chair asked him 
whether or not be felt that a truthful answer might tend to incriminate 
him. He refused to answer that question. He was thereupon or- 
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dered to answer the question as to when he last attended a meeting 
of the Communist naiines and he persists in his refusal. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bolys - 

Mr. Borys. On the grounds of self inerimination I refuse to answer 
that 

The CHatrMan. What do you refuse to answer now? I have not 
asked a question yet. 

Mr. Borys. The previous question that you put up to me. 

The CuarrMan. Did you ever discuss your work at the General 
Klectric plant in the abe sence of members of the Communist Party? 

The witnes ss confer id with his counsel. 
[r. Botys. I refuse to answer on the grounds it may incriminate 


The CHatrMAN. Do you feel that a truthful answer might tend to 
incriminate you? , 
\ir. Borys. I refuse to answer on the ground it may incriminate me. 
lhe CHarRMAN. You are then ordered to answer the question. 
That is, the question of whether you discussed your work at GE, in 
the presence of Communists. I assume you still refuse to answer 
that? 
Mr. Borys. On the grounds of incrimination, I refuse to answer. 
The CuarrmMan. What have you got against this country, anyway? 


Mr. Borys. I haven’t got a thing against the country. I love my 
country. 
The CuarrmMan. How long have you belonged to this Communist 
: 9 
consp1rac\ 


Mr. Borys. I refuse to answer on the grounds that that may incrim- 
inate me. 

The CuarrMan. How long have you worked at GE? 

Mr. Borys. Pardon me? How long did I work at GE? 

The CuatrMan. How long have you worked at General Electric? 

Mr. Borys. Two and a half years. 

The CHAIRMAN. Genarel Electric has just announced a policy of 
suspending all fifth-amendment Communists. Do you think that is 
a sound policy? 

Mr. Borys. General Electric Co. takes their own course on what- 
ever they want to do. 

The CuatrrMan. Well, do you think the fifth-amendment Commu- 
nists should be handling our secret defense materials? 

Mr. Botys. I refuse to answer that, sir, on the grounds—I just 
refuse to answer that. 

The CuarrMan. You may refuse. 

Anv questions? 

[ may say, if any of the members of the Massachusetts Commission 
on Subversion have any questions at any time, we will be more than 
glad to ask them of the witness. 

Were you born in this country? 

Mr. Borys. Yes, sit 

The CuarrmMan. You may step down. This case will be referred, 
of course, to the officials of General Electric so that you will be stricken 
from the rolls under their new ruling. You will consider yourself 
under continuing supena. If you are wanted before the committee, 
we will notify your counsel. 
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Mr. Pappas? 

Mr. Pappas, will you raise your right hand and be sworn? In 
this matter now in hearing before this committee, do you solemnly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 

Mr. Pappas. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF THEODORE GEORGE PAPPAS, ACCOMPANIED BY 
HIS COUNSEL, OLIVER ALLEN, BOSTON, MASS, 


Mr. Coun. May we have your full name, please? 

Mr. Pappas. My name is Theodore George Pappas. 

Mr. Coun. P-a-p-p-a-s? 

Mr. Pappas. P-a-p-p-a-s. 

Mr. Coun. And where do you reside? 

Mr. Pappas. Where do I reside? At 99 South Street, in Lynn, 
Mass. 

Mr. Conn. And counsel’s name for the record is 

Mr. Auten. My name is Oliver 8. Allen. I am a member of the 
bar of this Commonwealth, and am at 6 Beacon Street, Boston. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Pappas, where are you employed at the present 
time? 

Mr. Pappas. At the present time I am employed at the General 
Electric plant at Lynn. 

Mr. Coun. Lynn, Mass.? 

Mr. Pappas. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. And for how long a period of time have you been 
working for General Electric? 

Mr. Pappas. I have been working for General Electric since March 
of 1951. 

Mr. Coun. During the entire time at the river works plant at Lynn? 

Mr. Pappas. At the river works; yes. 

Mr. Conn. And during any period of that time, have you been 
working as a tester in building 74? 

Mr. Pappas. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Coun. Have you worked on aircraft testing, for aircraft 
generators? 

Mr. Pappas. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Conn. And has some of that been for contracts for the Navy 
and for the Air Corps? 

Mr. Pappas. I have no direct knowledge of that, but I think 
there are. 

Mr. Conn. And when you were working as a tester on these air- 
craft generators for the Navy or Air Force, were you a member of 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Pappas. While I was working as a tester, was I a member of 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Coun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Pappas. Well, I decline to answer that question on the basis 
of rights guaranteed me by the first and fifth amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

The CuarrmMan. The first amendment does not guarantee you the 
right to be part of a Communist conspiracy. The first amendment 
does not guarantee you the right to refuse to tell a committee whether 
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or not you are a part of that conspiracy. You are entitled to refuse 
under a provision in the fifth amendment which provides that no 
man need convict himself. Is that the provision of the fifth amend- 
upon which you are relying? 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pappas. I will read you the exact language of the fifth amend- 
ment which I am relying upon. It begins: 

Nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, 
nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law. 


The CHatrrMAN. You are reading from the Constitution of the 
United States? 

Mr. Pappas. Yes, I am. 

The CuarrmMan. As you know, the Supreme Court has held, it is 
well established, that the conspiracy of which you are a part advocates 
the violent, bloody destruction of that Constitution. 

Mr. Pappas. Would you repeat that question, please? 

The CuarrmMan. I have not asked you a question. I just made a 
statement. 

Do you think as a member of the Communist Party—I will ask you 
the question now: Do you think as a member of the Communist 
Party, which advocates the destruction of the document which you 
are reading, that you are entitled to rely upon it? 

Mr. Pappas. Would you repeat that question, please? 

The CuarrMan. The reporter will read it to you 

(The report read from his notes as requested.) 

Mr. Pappas. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds 
as I have stated before. 

The CHarrMan. Do you feel that your answer to that question 
might tend to incriminate you? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pappas. Upon the advice of counsel I decline to answer that 
question, upon the grounds that my answer might tend to incriminate 
me. I mean by that that my answer might aid an unjust prosecution 
of me. 

The CHarrMan. Do you mean it is unjust to prosecute Communists, 
spies, and saboteurs? 

Mr. Pappas. Is this a question or another statement? I can’t hear 
you very well. 

The CaatrmMan. That is a question, Mister. 

Mr. Pappas. Would you repeat the question, please? 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pappas. I believe that any American who is convicted of espion- 
age or sabotage should be prosecuted. 

The CuarrmMan. How about a Communist? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pappas. I said any American, whether Republican, Democrat, 
Communist or anything else. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you think a Communist should be prosecuted 
under the Smith Act? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pappas. I am not familiar with the Smith Act. 

The CuarrMan. Are you a lawyer? 
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Mr. Pappas. I am not. 

The CuarrMan. You are not a lawyer? 

Mr. Pappas. No, I am not. 

The Cuarrman. Did you graduate from law school? 

Mr. Pappas. I did. 

The CuarrMan. Where? 

Mr. Pappas. Harvard. 

The CuarrmMan. Harvard University? 

Mr. Pappas. That is right. 

Mr. ALLEN. One of the better law schools around here, Senator. 

The CHarrMan. Have you read the Smith Act? 

Mr. Pappas. What is that? 

The CuarrmMan. As a law graduate, did you ever read the Smith 
Act? 

Mr. Pappas. I never did. 

The CHarrman. When did you become a part of the Communist 
conspiracy? Was it before you went to Harvard or after or while you 
were there? 

Mr. Pappas. I decline to answer that question upon the same 
grounds as I have stated before. 

The CuyarrmMan. On the grounds of self-incrimination? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Pappas. I decline to answer that question upon the grounds 
that my answer might tend to incriminate me. I mean by that my 
answer might aid an unjust prosecution of me. 

The CHarrman. Will you read that to me again? 

Mr. Aten. Do you want him to answer again? 

The CuarrMan. If the witness does not understand, I will hear from 
him, not from his counsel. I told the witness to re-read what he just 
read to me from the sheet of paper which he has before him, because 
I did not hear him. 

Mr. Pappas. Upon advice of counsel, I decline to answer that ques- 
tion upon the ground that my answer might tend to incriminate me. 
I mean by that that my answer might aid an unjust prosecution of me. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, I can see where you think that the prosecu- 
tion of Communists and spies might be unjust. You are entitled to 
refuse. Have you attended meetings of the Communist conspiracy 
while you were working at General Electric? 

Mr. Pappas. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
I have stated before. 

The CHarrMan. What type of work are you engaged in at GE? 

Mr. Pappas. I am a tester. 

The CHarrMAN. You are a tester. A tester of what type of equip- 
ment? 

Mr. Pappas. Of aircraft generators. 

The CHarrMan. Aircraft generators? 

Mr. Pappas. That is correct. 

The CuatrMan. Do you need any kind of a pass or any kind of 
clearance to get access to your particular work? In other words, can 
anyone off the street walk in and examine the type of work you are 
doing? 

Mr. Pappas. That I don’t know. 

The CuarrMan. You do not know? 

Mr. Pappas. I don’t know that. 
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The CuarrmMan. Are there any guards at the gate? 

Mr. P \PPAS. There are guards at the gate; yes. 

The Cuarrman. And what do you show the guards when you go by? 

Mr. Pappas. I don’t show them anything. 

The CHatrMaAn. Pardon? 

Mr. Pappas. I don’t show them anything. 

The CHarrMan. Are the guards there to keep the general public out? 

Mr. Pappas. I don’t know why the guards are there. 

The CHarrMAN. And there is a high wire fence around the plant, 
is there? 

Mr. Pappas. There is a wire fence; yes. 

The CuHarrMan. Do you know whether that wire fence is to protect 
Communists like yourself working on secret work or to keep other 
people out? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CHarrMan. Let me ask you this question: How old are you? 

Mr. Pappas. I am 29 years of age. 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-nine years old. 

Mr. Papp As. Yes. 

The CuatrMan. Were you born in this country? 

Mr. Pappas. I was. 

The CuarrmMan. Where were you born? 

Mr. Pappas. In Lowell, Mass. 

The CHatrmMan. Where did you go to school? 

Mr. Pappas. I went to school in—I was educated in the public 
schools of Lowell. During my senior year in high school I volunteered 
for the Air Force. I entered the Air Force. 

The CuarrmMan. What type of work did you do in the Air Force? 

Mr. Pappas. I was sent—do you want my whole 

The Cuatrman. I just want to know whether you were a pilot, 
whether you were a gunner, a ground officer, or radar specialist, or 
what. 

Mr. Pappas. I think my main occupation in the Air Force was as 
a radar mechanic. 

The CHarRrMAN. You were a radar mechanic? 

Mr. Pappas. That is right. 

The CuatrMan. In other words, you were not a flyer; you were not 
a gunner; you were nota combat airman. You were a radar mechanic. 
I don’t ask you that in any spirit of derogation. All the people in 
the Air Corps could not be pilots. But you volunteered you were in 
the Air Corps, and I got the impression you were trying to create 
the impression you were a pilot and you were not; you were working 
on radar in the Air Corps. 

Mr. Pappas. I didn’t try to create any impression ; I told you facts. 

The Cuarrman. Where did you go to college? That is the question 
I asked you 

Mr. Pappas. The Army sent me to Brown University. 

The Cuarrman. To Brown University? 

Mr. Pappas. Yes. 

The CuarrmMan. How long did you attend Brown? 

Mr. PAPPas. One year. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you joined the Army Air Corps, 
they sent you to Brown University to study radar? 
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Mr. Pappas. After basic training. No, I studied what they call 
the premeteorological course. 

The CuarrMan. Were you a Communist then? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pappas. I decline to answer that question upon the grounds I 
have already stated. 

The CHarrRMAN. You will have to restate the grounds. 

Mr. Pappas. I decline to answer that question on the basis of rights 
guaranteed me by the first and fifth amendments of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

The CHarrMan. After you left Brown University, where did you go? 

Mr. Pappas. After I left Brown University it was decided—— 

The CHarrRMAN. Just where did you go, not what was decided. 

Mr. Pappas. I was sent, I didn’t go, I was sent. I was sent to 
Clinton, Ontario, Canada. 

The CHarrMaAn. And were you at a Canadian airbase there? 

Mr. Pappas. I was at a Canadian airbase; yes. I don’t know 
whether it was an airbase. It was an army post. 

The CHarrMAN. Were you doing radar work there? 

Mr. Pappas. I got the fundamentals of radar there. 

The Cuarrman. And was that work classified? Do you know what 
I mean by classified? Was it secret, confidential, top secret, or any 
classification? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pappas. I truthfully cannot remember whether it was. 

The CuarrMan. Where did you go from there? 

Mr. Pappas. From Clinton, Canada I was sent to Fort Monmouth, 
N. J. 

The CuarrMan. How long were you at the radar laboratory at 
Forth Monmouth? 

Mr. Pappas. How long was I where? 

The CHatrMAN. At Forth Monmouth? 

Mr. Pappas. I was not at Fort Monmouth labs. I don’t know 
what those are. 

The CuatrMANn. What were you doing at Fort Monmouth? 

Mr. Pappas. I was at the Army base of Fort Monmouth for 
approximately 3 months. 

The CuarrMan. Is that the Signal Corps base? 

Mr. Pappas. I was in the Air Corps, but it was a Signal Corps base, 
I think, I believe to the best of my knowledge. 

The CuarrmMan. Did you do work in either of the three labs? 

Mr. Pappas. Would you repeat that? 

The CuarrmMan. Did you do any work at either of the three labora- 
tories at Monmouth? 

Mr. Pappas. I never knew there were any laboratories at Fort 
Monmouth. 

The CHarrMaANn. Well, Watson Laboratory was there. Did you do 
any work in that? 

Mr. Pappas. I never heard of Watson Laboratory. 

The CuarrMan. What did you do at Fort Monmouth? 

Mr. Pappas. I attended Army schools, basic training that every 
soldier gets, basic training. I also— 

The CHAIRMAN. Just a minute. You say you took basic training 
at Fort Monmouth? 
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Mr. Pappas. No, I mean the routine that every soldier goes 
through 


The CHarrMan. Mister, you did not take basic training at Fort 
Mo mmenth What did you do there? 

“Mr. bs s. I was a soldier at Fort Monmouth. 

The Cuarrman,. All right, doing what? 

Mr Ps 3. Do you want everything I did? I did KP. 

The CuarrmMan. You told me you had basic training. That is 


untrue, isn’t it? You did not take basic training at Fort Monmouth. 

Mr. Pappas. No. I took basic training at Atlantie City, N. J. 

The Cuarrman. All right. What did you do if you did not take 
basic training at Fort Monmouth? 

Mr. Pappas. Do yoy want everything I did at Fort Monmouth? 

The CuarrMan. Do you understand the question? Being a 
late of Harvard, you should understand a question like that. 

r. Pappas. What do you want to know about what I did in Fort 
\ionmouth? 

The CuarrMan. You just tell me what you did there. 

Mr. Pappas. I didn’t fight the Germans at Fort Monmouth. 

The CHarrMan. You just tell me what your duties were at Fort 
Monmouth. What was the nature of your duties? 

Mr. Pappas. I did KP. Those were some of my duties. I did 
ruard duty. 

The Cuarrman. Did you handle any electronic work? 

Mr. Pappas. I was broken in on a specific radar machine. I forget 
the exact number. 

The CHarrmMan. In other words, outside of while you were doing 
KP and guard duty, your principal duties were concerned with radar. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. Pappas. I was attending school, breaking in on a radar 
machine, yes. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you were studying radar at Fort 
Monmouth? 

Mr. Pappas. Yes, I was. That was one of my duties. I would 
not say that was all I did. 

The CuarrmMan. Was that not what you were sent there for, to 
attend radar school? 

Mr. Pappas. I do not know why I was sent there. I was sent there. 

The CHarrMan. Well, all right. Were you a Communist at the 
time you were studying radar at Fort Monmouth? 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CuarrMan. You will have to state the grounds. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CuyarrmMan. You have no blanket right to decline. 

Mr. Pappas. I decline to answer that question on the basis of 
rights guaranteed me by the first and fifth amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

The Cuarrman. When you refer to the fifth amendment, are you 
referring to that part of the fifth amendment which allows you to 
refuse if you feel that your answer might tend to incriminate you? 
That is the only section of the first amendment upon which you can 
rely before this committee? 

Mr. Pappas. I have already read off what I am depending upon. 
Do you want me to read it again? 


\f 
vi 
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The CuHarrMan. You can read it as long as you like, until you will 
tell me what part of the fifth amendment you are relying upon 
you will answer, or you will be cited for contempt. 

Mr. Pappas. This is the part: 

Nor shall be con pelled In any crim ii case t e a witness against hir If 
nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of lav 

The CuatrMan. This is not a criminal case. You are asked the 
simple question: Are you refusing because you feel your answer might 
tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Auten. May we have that question, Senator. 

The CuarrMAn. You may. 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel 

Mr. Pappas. My answer to that is yes, because 

The CuarrMan. Then you are entitled 

Mr. Auten. He hasn’t finished. 

Mr. Pappas (continuing). Yes, because I mean by that that my 
answer might aid an unjust prosecution of me. 

The CHarrRMAN. I understand, of course, that you think any 
prosecution of you would be unjust. 

Mr. Pappas. I don’t think so. 

The CHarrMan. I have been a judge and a lawyer for a long time, 
and I have never yet seen a criminal who didn’t think he was unjustly 
in jail. You are entitled to the privilege. 

From Fort Monmouth, where did you go? 

Mr. Pappas. I believe my next stop after Fort Monmouth was 
some Army base at Fresno, Calif. I do not recall the exact name. 

rm WR, 7 : ss ae : le 

The Cuarrman. And were you studying radar or engaged in work 
having to do with radar electronics there? 

Mr. Pappas. I was working on the machine that I had been broken 
in on. 

The CHatrMAN. Was that a radar machine? 

Mr. Pappas. It was. 

The CHarrMANn. You were doing radar work in California? 

Mr. Pappas. That is right. 

The CHairMAN. Were you a Communist at that time? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pappas. I decline to answer that question upon the grounds 
that I have already stated. 

The CHarrMan. From that base where did you go? 

Mr. Pappas. Well, we went camping at various camps along the 
California coast. We were setting up the machine, operating it, 
taking it down, going to other sites and putting it up. 

The CuatrMan. In other words, you were working on the radar 
screen or the radar network in California? 

Mr. Pappas. I was the mechanic. I didn’t operate the screen. 

The CHarrMan. You were working on the screen? 

Mr. Pappas. I was working as a mechanic, that is right. 

The CuHarrMan. On the radar network, or the radar screen, or call 
it what you may. In other words, you were working on radar all this 
time? ; 

Mr. Pappas. Yes. That was my principal duty. 

The CuarrMan. And were you a Communist during all that time? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel) 
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Mr. Pappas. I decline to answer that question upon the grounds I 
have ¢ already stated. 

The CnarrmMan. Were you attending meetings of the Communist 
conspiracy during that period of time, and discussing with other 
Communists your work on radar? 

Mr. Pappas. I decline to answer that question upon the grounds I 
have already stated. 

The CuarirMAN. When you say on the grounds you have already 
stated, do you mean on the grounds of self-incrimination? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel) 

Mr. Pappas. Upon the grounds I have already stated. 

The CHarrMAN. You will be ordered to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel) 

Mr. Pappas. I decline upon the grounds I have already stated. 

The CuarrMan. Have the record show that the witness has refused 
to answer the question and refused to state the grounds upon which 
he relies. He has been ordered to answer and he persists in his re- 
fusal. From that job where did you go? 

Mr. Pappas. From that job, when the war with Japan ended, my 
radar work largely came to an end. I was just held in camp doing 
odd duties. Then I was sent to Greensboro, N. C. I believe this 
was after the war with Japan ended, or after the war with Germany 
ended I was sent to Greensboro, N. C. 

The CuarrMan. What did you do at Greensboro? 

Mr. Pappas. I was only there for 3 weeks, just hanging around, 
doing whatever duties were assigned to me, guard duty or anything. 
The Cuarrman. Did you have anything to do with radar there? 

Mr. Pappas. No, I had nothing to do with radar. 

The CuatrmMan. And from Greensboro? 

Mr. Pappas. From Greensboro, after only 3 weeks there, I was 
sent back to California, to Santa Ana, Calif., where I was discharged, 
honorably discharged. 

The CuatrmMan. Then where did vou go? 

Mr. Pappas. After I was honorably discharged at Santa Ana 

The CHarrMan. Where did you go then? 

Mr. Pappas. I went home. 

The CuarrmMan. And went to college under the GI bill? 

Mr. Pappas. I went to college under the GI bill. 

The CHarrmMan. And what college? 

Mr. Pappas. I entered Harvard College in June of 1946. 

The Cuarrman. The Army or the Air Corps sends you to school 
all during the war, during all of which time you were a Communist, 
and when you get out, the country sends you to college, gives you a 
college education, and now you refuse to give the names of the 
Communist conspirators who would destroy this country, because 
you are afraid you might go to jail if you told the truth. Do you 
want to give us the names of your coconspirators in the C ommunist 
movement? 

Mr. Pappas. Are you asking me a question? 

The CHarrMan. Read the question to the witness. 

The question is, Will you give us the names today of your co- 
conspirators in the Communist movement? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Pappas. I decline to answer that question upon the grounds I 
have stated before. 

The CuatrMan. Would you consider a man a traitor to his country 
who has the names of members of the Communist conspiracy 
refuses to give those names to our law enforcement agencies? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CHarrMan. You may step down if you can’t decide what your 
answer to that question is. 

Mr. ALLEN. Senator 

The CHAarRMAN. You may step down. 

Mr. Pappas. I have a statement to make. May I read that? 

The CHarrmMan. We are hearing no speeches from fifth amendment 
cases. 

Mr. ALLEN. May the statement be put into the record, Senator? 

The CHarrman. If you don’t want to tell us whether you are a 
Communist or not—I think I made it clear previously that if a man 
has enough guts to stand up and say “Yes, | am a Communist, | am 
for the Communist system,” we will hear him, but not any of these 
fifth amendment Communists. 

Mr. Auten. Do I understand he cannot put a statement 
record? 

The CuHarrMan. Who is your next witness, Mr. Counsel? 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Pallet. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Pallet, you have” been sworn and you 
reminded your oath is still in effect 


and 


in the 


are 


TESTIMONY OF SIMON PALLET, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HOWARD S. WHITESIDE, BOSTON, MASS. 


The CHarrmMan. May I say, Mr. Pallet 1 pleasant experience 
for the committee to find a man who comes aa foil the committee as 
you did yesterday, and freely admits that at one time he had been 
dupe .d—do not take pictures—freely admits he has been duped at one 
time, freely aids the committee, and gives us the names of people who 
were in the Communist Party. It is certainly a very pleasant com- 
parison with the type of witness who just le ft the stand. 1 realize 
that your appearing here in public session is extremely difficult for 
you. I realize it is embarrassing. But in order to present this com- 
plete picture, we have no choice but to call you. We want to thank 
you for being here. 

Mr. Coun. May we have your full name? 

Mr. Pauuer. Simon Pallet. 

Mr. Coun. Simon Pallet. How is your last name spelled? 

Mr. Pauuer. P-a-l-l-e-t 

Mr. Coun. P-a-l-l-e-t 

Where are you employed, Mr. Pallet? 

Mr. Pauuet. In General Electric, river works. 

Mr. Coun. For how long a period of time have you been working 
at the river works plant of General Electric? 

Mr. Patter. Thirteen years. 

Mr. Coun. Was there a time, Mr. Pallet, when you were a member 
of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Pauuer. Yes, I was in 1937. 

Mr. Coun. Did you join the party in about 1937? 
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Mr. Pauuer. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. And were you in there for a year or two thereafter? 

Mr. Pauuer. That is right. 

Mr. Coun. And while you were in the Communist Party you 
velonged to a group or a cell of which certain other people were mem- 
bers, that right? 

Mr. Pauuet. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Now, I want to ask you this: We are not going to ask 


l 
} 
i 


you 10 hy names this Morning We are not going to ask you for 
any names but I want to ask you this: Did some of the people in that 
Communist cell with v« thereafter go to work for General Electric? 

Mr. Patter. Will you repeat that? I didn’t hear it. 

Mr. Ce | say did some of the people who were in that Com- 
muNIst ¢ I] vith you fter that 2@o to work ior General Ele trie? 

The n conferred h his « nsel 

N PALLI Well, not right away at the time, if that is what vou 
it} 

Co | eal is that right? 

5 1 \ 

Vii OH Di yu furnish those names to the committee yester 
7 : 

7 Laie | Or rson 

\I ry] \ ne who went to work for General Electric 
who | 1a ct? 

No, he isn’t there nov Wait a minute, I am sorry 
T fi \ { hat used to b yes I ean 
vi th \ 

The CHAIRMAN. Just so the record will be clear, smce you gave us 
som terd ha ‘theeked and we find that o1 of the 
individuals, at least one, is still working at General Electric as of today 

Mr. Pauuer. Yes, that is right. I am sorry, I forgot. 


Mr. Coun. One is working at General Electric as of today, and then 
I believe there was one who had worked there previously but is not 
there now; is that right 

Mr. Pat. That is right 

Mr. Coun. And then there are some other names of people who you 
are not just sure where they are? 

Mr. Patuer. That is nght 

Mr. Coun. And you furnished all of those names to the committee 
in closed session vesterday; is that right? 

Mr. Pa r. Ye 

\fr. Coun. Mr. Chairman, since this witness has been fully coopera- 
tive, and complied with his duty as a citizen and furnished that infor- 
mation to the committee, I think vou ruled yesterday there would be 
no point in having those names made public until we have an opportun- 
itv to talk with the people who are named. If that is agreeable, we 
will not ask Mr. Pallet to give us the names in public session. 

The Cuarmman. I think that is a good suggestion, Mr. Counsel. 

May I ask you this, Mr. Pallet: We suggested last night that you 
spend some time refreshing your recollection in trying to give us 
additional names. Again I am not going to ask you to give us those 
names today in public, but have you thought of any additional 
people who are in that particular Communist cell? 
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Mr. Pauuer. Yes, I have thought about it, but I don’t remember 
any others. 

The CuarrmMan. In other words, you think you have given us all 
the information you can? 

Mr. Pater. That is right. 

The CuHarrMan. | want to thank you very much. As I said before, 
I realize it is not a pleasant experience for you to come here. It 
would be much easier for you to come in and take the fifth amendment 
and not give the names of these people. But you have performed 
certainly a service to your country. The names that you gave may 
seem unimportant to you, but some of them may be a very important 
link in a chain of evidence of value to the FBI. All of the information 
which you gave has already been forwarded to the FBIL. I want to 
thank you very mu h, and [ want to thank counsel. 

Mr. Gregory? You are reminded that you have previously been 
sworn and your oath is still in effect. 


TESTIMONY OF ALEXANDER GREGORY (ACCOMPANIED BY COUN- 
SEL, BENJAMIN T. JOHNSON, BOSTON, MASS.) 


The CHAIRMAN. Counsel, I believe, has already been identified. 

Mr. Jonnson. That is right; Ben Johnson. 

The Caarrman. Mr. Gregory, you are working at General Electric? 

Mr. Grecory. Right. 

The CuarrmMan. Will you give us your full name? 

Mr. Greaory. My name is Alexander Gregory, 825 Western 
Avenue, Lynn, Mass., a resident of Lynn for 35 years, and I am 64 
vears of age. [am placed in a position today either to testify as a 
political informer or lose my job. 

The Caarrman. And where were you born? 

Mr. Grecory. I was born in Bulgaria. 

The CHarrMan. When were you naturalized? 

Mr. Greagory. Well, it must have been around 1927. 

The CHarrmMan. You talked about a political informer. We are 
not interested in your politics. We don’t care what your politics are. 
We are interested in espionage, sabotage, and communism which 
has been named by the Supreme Court as a conspiracy against this 
country and not as a political party. So we do not care what your 
politics are, 

Mr. Gregory. You say you are interested in sabotage? 

The CHarrMAN. We are interested in espionage, in communism 

Mr. Grecory. Are you interested in sabotage? I can help you 
out in that. 

The CHatrMaAn. Good. That is what we are here for. 

Mr. Gregory. I can help you out. 

The CuarrMan. Will you wait until the question is asked before 
you interrupt. 

Mr. Greoory. Right. 

The Cuarrman. When did you go to work for General Electric? 

Mr. Gregory. I worked for the General Electric Co. from 1922 
to 1924, or thereabouts, about a couple of years, and then quit my 
job for various reasons and I went into business in various businesses. 

The Cuarrman. When did you work for General Electric last? 
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Mr. Grecory. The last time I got my job back about 1942 and 
I have been working there ever since. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are working there as of today? 

Mr. Grecory. What? 

‘The CuairnMAN. You are working in General Electric as of today? 

Mr. Grecory. Well, that depends how it comes out. 

The CHairRMAN. You were working there yesterday, then? 

Mr. Grecory. Yesterday I took a day off. I had to be here. 

The CuarrMan. How about the day before? 

Mr. Grecory. I am a very steady worker when‘I work, never lose 
a minute 

The CHarRMAN. You understand that General Electric handles 
classified work all the way from top secret down to unclassified work? 

Mr. Greaory. I have never come in contact with secrets. I work 
in the lighting division on street lights. But during the World War 
of course we tested things, equipment, that went for the Army. 

The CuHarrMAN. Yes. All right. I am not so much interested, 
Mr. Gregory, in the work that you yourself are performing. I am, 
however, in the Communist meetings which you might have attended 
which were also attended by Communists who were handling classified 
work. 

Now, if you would care to tell us about the meetings that you have 
attended, meetings of the Communist Party since you went there, 
give us the names of the Communists who attended, which you 
refused to do yesterday, that would be of considerable help to your 
adopted country. You came over and adopted this country as yours. 

Mr. Greoory. Right 

The CuarrMan. You do have information which would be of great 
value to the Justice Department and to the FBI. We asked you for 
that information yesterday and you refused. I asked you to think 
that over overnight. I can see no reason why you should not give 
us the information. You don’t seem to be a typic ral C ommunist, you 
do not seem to be an evil man. 

Mr. Grecory. I don’t consider myself an evil person, nor does 
anyone else in Lynn consider me an evil person. 

Che CHarrMan. Will you give us that information? 

Mr. Greaory. As far as information is concerned, about classified 
information, I don’t know no one that bas ever spoken to me about 
classified information. 

The CHarrMAN. Mister, we are not accusing you of being an espio- 
nage agent. I don’t think the party would pick you as one. I want 
the names, however, of the Communists who attended Communist 
Party meetings with you, Communists who are working at General 
Electric. You see, if we get those names, we may be able to find 
individuals who are more vicious than you are. You may have been 
a complete dupe. That may be why you joined. I am inclined to 
think it is, from talking to you yesterday. But there is no reason 
why you should refuse to give us the names of those Communists. 

Mr. Gregory. The thing is, as far as I am concerned, I have never 
seen an evil Communist, at least I haven’t been fortunate or unfortu- 
nate to come in contact with so-called vicious Communists. The 
persons with whom I have had connection, whether they were Com- 
munists or otherwise, they have been very gentlemanly and very 
honest and conscientious and security-minded persons. 
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The CuarrMan. Mr. Gregory, you are not the man who can decide 
whether those Communists are nice people or not. You see, Alger 
Hiss fooled Supreme Court Justices to the point where they testified 
in his favor. If they could fool Supreme Court Justices they might 
be able to fool you. We are asking you for the names of the Com- 
munists even though you think they were nice Communists. 

Mr. Grecory. The thing is like this, that I refuse to answer that 
under the first and the fifth amendment on account of it would bother 
my conscience to be an informer. 

The CHarrMan. Would it not bother your conscience to think that 
some of these Communists are committing espionage, and that some 
of the sons of your adopte ‘d country would die because of their e api 
nage? Would that not bother your conscience, to give it a bett 
name? 

Mr. Grecory. If anyone would commit the acts that you claim, 
whether he is a Communist or not, I certainly would give that infor- 
mation right away quick to the FBI, or any other Federal agency. 

The CHAIRMAN. I don’t think that they would be careless enough 
to let you see them stealing secrets. I don’t think they would be 
stupid enouch to tell you that they are espionage agents The infor- 
mation which you have about members of the Communist Party in 
your cell would be of tremendous value. 

Now, you are entitled to refuse to give us the information under the 
fifth amendment, or if you want to, you can perform a service for your 
country today. You have valuable information. We cannot drag it 
from you. If you were in Russia, and you had information about 
Americans who were spying on Russia, you would not sit here and be 
able to take the fifth amendment. You would be in some dark cell 
and you would stay there until you gave out your information. And 
you would give it out. If you tried to take the fifth amendment there, 
your life insurance would be awfully high, I can guarantee. Why do 
vou not try to help your country today? 

Mr. Greoory. I think that I am old enough and I am experienced 
enough to have the judgment that is necessary to know when a person 
is reg ally dangerous or of plotting nature, and when he is not. ‘There- 
fore, for that reason, I refuse to answer your question under the first 
and fifth amendment. 

The CHarRMAN. Step down. You will consider yourself under con- 
tinuing subpena. 

Mr. NarHaNieL Miutus. Senator McCarthy, I accuse you of con- 
spiring with the General Elecisic Co. to take the jobs away from 
people who are fighting for better pay 

(Confusion in the court room prohibited further recording of Mr. 
Mills’ statement). 

The CHarrMANn. May we have order. 

Let the record show that the man who just made the outburst 
and the shouting at the Chair is Mr. Nathaniel Mills, who is not here 
on subpena. He has been identified as a Communist. He has been 
confronted by an undercover agent of the FBI who named him as a 
Commuoist. He was given an opportunity to deny whether he is a 
Communist. He refused and invoked the fifth amendment on all of 
his Communist activities. I think that should be very clear ia the 
record. I think that covers Mr. Mills. 
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In fairness to GE, I think the record should also show that after 
Mr. Mills refused to tell whether he was engaged in Communist 
activities, whether he was a Communist, the General Electric Co. 
did suspend him, that he is no longer there, for which the GE should, 
of course, be thanked. 

Mr. Alfred, will you stand and raise your right hand. In this matter 
now in hearing before this committee, do you solemnly swear to tell 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. AL FRED. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF BENJAMIN ALFRED, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, LAWRENCE D. SHUBOW, BOSTON, MASS. 


Mr. Coun. May we have your full vame, please? 

Mr. Atrrep. Benjamin Alfred. 

Mr. Coun. Where do you reside? 

Mr. AuFrreD. Reside? 

Mr. Coun. Yes. 

Mr. Aurrep. 65—A Neptune Street, Lynn, Mass. 

Mr. Coun. And where are you employed? 

Mr. Atrrep. General Electric Co., West Lynn, River works. 

Mr. Coun. And how long a period of time have you been employed? 

Mr. Aurrep. -Since 1941, September. 

Mr. Coun. And during the period of your employment with General 
Electric, have you worked as production clerk? 

Mr. Aurrep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. And as part of your duties as production clerk, have 
you had to do with the production and management on the produc- 
tion of jet engines? 

Mr. Aurrep. Well, I worked as a production clerk in several 
buildings that deal with aircraft work, work that the public is not 
allowed to see, and I had nothing to do with management. You 
used the word “‘management.”’ 

Mr. Coun. Nothing to do with management? 

Mr. Atrrep. No, just a production clerk. 

Mr. Coun. And jet engines is the product being produced? 

Mr. Atrrep. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. And are you cleared for classified work? 

Mr. Aurrep. Yes, I was, sir. 

Mr. Coun. I will ask you this: When you were cleared for classified 
work, were you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Atrrep. I have never been a member of the Communist 
Party at any time. 

Mr. Coun. Have you attended Communist Party meetings? 

Mr. Aurrep. I think we went over that yesterday; did we not? 

Mr. Coun. Pardon me. 

Mr. Atrrep. Didn’t we discuss that question yesterday? 

Mr. Coun. Yes; we did. That is one reason why you have been 
called here today. 

Mr. Suusow. I might say, Mr. Chairman, I have a legal motion I 
would like to present. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Counsel, may I inform you, as you have been 
informed several times before, that the committee unanimously passed 
a rule that counsel may discuss any matter with his client at any time 
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he cares to, the client may discuss matters with his counsel any time 
he cares to, and if you wish a private room in which to discuss matters, 
you will have it. You have been informed before that counsel does 
not take part in the proceedings. May I say that rule was unani- 
mously passed by all the Democrats and Republicans on the com- 
mittee. The reason for it was that we have found from past experi- 
ence that Communist lawyers oftentimes—and this of course must 
apply to the non-Communist as well as the Communist lawyers 
Communists oftentimes try to use the committee room as a transmis- 
sion belt and filibuster the proceedings. So we will not hear from 
you 

Mr. Suusow. I would like to submit a motion. I would like to 
submit a motion. 

The CuHarrman. If your client has something to submit, he will 
submit it. Hand it to him. 

Mr. Suusow. I would like to submit it on his behalf. I don’t want 
to make a speech, I am not a witness here. I simply want to submit 
a motion objecting to the 

The CuHarrman. If your client has a motion to submit, he will 
submit it. 

Mr. Suusow. Mr. McCarthy, I am an attorney, a member of the 
bar. I simply want to file a motion with the committee. I don’t 
want to make a speech, I don’t want to make any argument. It is 
a motion that objects to the validity of this proceeding. May I file it? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Alfred, do you have a motion you want to 
submit? 

Mr. AtFrep. I would rather speak to my attorney first. 

The CHarRMAN. You may consult your attorney and if you have 
a motion to submit, you may submit it. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Alfred, do you want to submit a motion? 

Mr. Aurrep. Yes. May I have the permission to submit it to 
my attorney and allow him to read it? 

The CHarrMAn. You may discuss the matter with your attorney. 
I think I informed you what the rules were. The rules were adopted 
by the full committee, 3 Democrats and 7 Republicans. I must 
abide by those rules, and you must abide or them. You know what 
the rules are, and I know what they are. The rule is we will not hear 
from counsel. However, we give you every opportunity if you desire 
to discuss matters with counsel. That is a right you would not have 
if you were in a criminal case or in a civil action. If you were in a 
criminal or civil action, your lawyer could not coach you as to what 
to say. He could not come and whisper in your ear while you are 
being questioned. We have extended ourselves to give you every 
conceivable right, and if there is anything your lawyer wants to do, 
the rule of the committee is that it must be done through you. When 
the committee unanimously passed that rule, we had a ‘good reason 
for it. I will have to insist that you abide by it. I must abide by 
it. So if you have a motion, just hand it up to the court reporter, 
or one of my counsel will go down and pick it up from you, if you 
want to submit it. 

Mr. AutFrep. May I hand it to bim for him to read now? 

The CHarrMAN. You may hand it to him to read. 

Mr. Suusow. It is very brief, Senator. Thank you. 
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The CHatrMan. You may read it to yourself. 

Mr. Suusow. I read it. I wrote the motion. Sball I deliver it to 
you? 

The CHarrMan. You may. 

[ assume after all this argument about the motion, the members of 
the press would like to know what is in this motion, so I shall read it: 


Motion to discharge from subpena: Now comes the witness named above and 
moves that he be discharged from the subpena outstanding against him upon 
the following ground: 

1) A proceeding involving repetition in public of the inquiries directed to him 
in executive session constitutes an abuse of the power of Congress to conduct 
tions in aid to its legislative function in that: 

a) The said proceeding is not a bona fide effort to discover facts pursuant to 
the authorizing resolution: 

(b) The said proeeeding is an improper and unwarranted exercise in punish- 

lent by publicity, said punishment being visited upon the witness by reason of 
his exercise in executive session of privileges conferred upon him by the Constitu- 


tion 





vestiga 


The said proceeding unreasonably and without legal cause interferes with 
the witness’ liberty and property and is, therefore, repugnant to due process; 

The said proceeding is tantamount to a public accusation of crime and, 
erefore, usurps the functions of a grand jury depriving the witness of the 
storie safeguards of the grand jury system; 


+} 


e) The said proceeding imposes unreasonable restraints upon the witness’ 
right to speak, think, and associate lawfully as he chooses. 

The motion will be denied. 

May I say, and this has been explained to the witness previously so 
he knows it, witnesses are called in executive session for a number of 
reasons: No. 1, many of the witnesses called in executive session con- 
vince the committee and the staff that they are not part of the Com- 
munist conspiracy, that the evidence received against them will not 
stand up, and they are not called in public session. 

Another reason for calling a witness in executive session is that he 
may be properly informed of the questions which will be asked him in 
public session, so he will not come in here at a public session in the dark 
as to what we are inquiring about. We do that as a courtesy to the 
witness. 

May I say, Mr. Alfred, you refer to the usurpation of the functions 
of a grand jury. You refused to answer certain questions before us in 
executive session yesterday on the basis of self-incrimination. Would 
you be willing to answer those questions before a grand jury? If so, 
we will be glad to refer your case to the grand jury. 

Mr. Atrrep. May I confer with counsel? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes; if it is necessary for you to answer that. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Aurrep. [ don’t know what I would do before a grand jury. 

The CuatrMANn. You say you do not know what you would do before 
a grand jury. You say that we are usurping the functions of the 
grand jury. When we asked you for information about the Com- 
munist conspiracy yesterday you refused to give us the information. 
I ask you the simple question now, If we refer this case to the grand 
jury will you answer it? In other words, Are you sincere in saying 
that this is the work of a grand jury, or is this just a meaningless 
motion? It is a simple question. Will you tell the grand jury or 
will you try to keep it secret from the grand jury? 

Mr. Atrrep. I don’t know. I have answered you. 
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The CuarrMan. You don’t know what you would do before a grand 
jury? 

Mr. ALFRED. Yes. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Coun. | think the pending question, Mr. Alfred, was whether 
or not you attended meetings of the Communist Party 

Mr. Atrrep. We will go back to that question. May I confer with 
counsel on that? 

Mr. Coun. Certainly 

(The witness conferred with his counsel] 

Mr. Aurrep. At what time? 

The CHarrMan. At any time. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel 

Mr. ALrrep. | am not a member of the Communist Party, | have 
never been a member, | don’t intend to be one, and | have never com- 
mitted a disloyal act, indulged in espionage, talked to any spies. I 


have never committed an act which I feel guilty of, and that question, 
specifically your question, with advice of counsel, | would decline to 
answer that question on the basis of the fifth amendment 

Mr. Coun. On the basis of the fifth amendment? 

Mr. ALFRED. Yes. 

The CHarrman. Did [ understand you to say that you never com- 
mitted any illegal act in connection with the Communist Party‘ 

Mr. Aurrep. I didn’t say in connection with the Communist Party; 
I said I have never committed any disloval or illegal act 

The Cuarrman. Then you are ordered to answer the question be- 
cause if, as you say, you have never committed any illegal or disloyal 
act, you cannot incriminate yourself by answering the question. You 
are ordered to answer counsel’s question. Do you understand the 
Chair’s ruling? You have just volunteered the information that you 
have never been cuilty of any disloyal or illegal act. If you have not, 
then the answers cannot incriminate you, therefore, you cannot claim 
the fifth amendment privilege and therefore you are ordered to answer 
the question as to whether you attended Communist Party meetings. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Aurrep. I decline to answer on the grounds stated, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did you attend Communist Party meetings which 
were also attended by either employees of General Electric or any 
other defense plant or by any Federal employees? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Aurrep. It is really the same question rephrased. I would 
decline to answer that again on the same basis, the fifth amendment 

The CuarrMaAN. You are ordered to answer and I assume you still 
decline? 

Mr. Aurrep. Pardon? 

The CuarrMANn. You are ordered to answer, and I assume you still 
decline. You are ordered to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Aurrep. I decline to answer that question on the basis of the 
fifth amendment. 

The CuarrMAN. Did you ever attend meetings of the Communist 
Party where there was discussed any government work, work in the 
GE plants or any other defense plant? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 


) 
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Mr. Suusow. May we have the question again? 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested.) 

Mr AurreD. To the best of my knowledge, no. 

The Cuarrman. If you are not ready to answer that question, will 
you step aside and wait until we call the next witness? 

Mr. Aurrep. I did answer it. 

I gave the answer “To the best of my knowledge, no.’ 

The Cuarrman. “To the best of my knowledge, no.’ 

You say to the best of your knowledge you never heard defense- 
plant work discussed at any Communist meeting? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Atrrep. To the best of my knowledge, no. 

The Cuarrman. If other witnesses testified that they were present 
while you were present and that thers was discussed the work at Gen- 
eral Electric, would you say those witnesses were lying? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Aurrep. I would not know whether I could say they were lying 
or not until I heard them. 

The Cuarrman. I believe we may have asked you this question 
already. If so, I will repeat it just to make sure we have it in the 
record. 

Give us the names of the people who were in your Communist cell, 
who were working in defense plants, or working for the Government. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Autrrep. I don’t belong to any Communist cell. 

The Cuarrman. Then who attended Communist Party meetings 
with you. I will put it that way. Let me ask you this: There is no 
question about the fact that you have been attending Communist 
Party meetings regularly, is there? 

Mr. Aurrep. I decline to answer that question on the basis of the 
fifth amendment. 

The CuarrMAN. You are ordered to give us the names of the people 
who attended Communist Party meetings with you. 

Mr. Aurrep. I said I am not a member of the Communist Party 
and I don’t belong to any Communist cell, and I have not any names. 

The CHarrMan. Will you have the record show that the witness was 
ordered to give us the names of witnesses who attended Communist 
Party meetings with him, and he refuses to answer the question and 
states no ground for his refusal. 

Mr. Suusow. He has not refused after direction, Senator. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Aurrep. I am a little confused as to that question. You said 
something about your record shows—— 

The CuarrMANn, I just asked you to give us the names of people who 
attended Communist Party meetings with you. If you didn’t attend 
any Communist Party meetings you can say so. I am sure you will 
not run the risk of doing that. You apparently are confident that 
we do not have the witnesses to prove that you actually paid dues. 
You know that witnesses have seen you constantly at Communist 
Party meetings. That is why you run the risk of saying you are not 
a member, but refuse to say whether or not you attended the meetings. 
If you are not paying dues to the Communist Party, Mister, you are 
cheating them out of those dues. I ask you the question. I am going 
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to order you to give us the names of individuals who attended Com- 
munist Party mee tings with you. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Aurrep. I have never gone to a Communist Party cell meeting; 
therefore I have no names to give. 

The Crarrman. I did not ask you about a cell meeting. I asked 
you about a Communist Party meeting. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Atrrep. What do you mean by a Communist Party meeting? 
Sponsored by the Communist Party? 

The CHarrMANn. You know what a Communist Party meeting is, 
Mister. 

Mr. Aurrep. No. 

The CuarrMan. Do you refuse to answer? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Counsel, if you want to talk to your client 
and tell him so we can all hear, you will have to leave the room. I 
told you that before. We had you removed before. 

Mr. Suusow. I walked out by my own accord, Senator. 

The CuHarrmMan. If you want to give him a confidential discussion, 
you must leave the room. 

Mr. Suupow. I suggest that we ask those who are listening not to 
listen. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Counsel, you will leave and consult with your 
client. 

Are you ready to answer the question? 

Mr. Atrrep. Do you mean a meeting run by the party itself, 
Communist Party members, such a meeting? 

The CHarrMan. I mean a Communist meeting. You know what 
I mean. 

Mr. Aurrep. Do you mean to include any kind of a meeting? 

The CnHarrmMan. You can describe the different variations of 
Communist meetings, if you want to, and tell us what type of meetings 
you attended. 

Mr. AtFrrep. Would it include, say, for example, a meeting at 
Symphony Hall? 

The CuHarrman. I do not know where the Communist Party holds 
all their meetings. I am not asking you the location. 

Mr. AtFrep. Well—— 

The CuHarrMAN. It would of course include Communist Party 

meetings if you had one in the Symphony Hall. I did not know you 
had held one there. 

Mr. AtFrrep. Public meetings. 

Mr. Suusow. He is thinking of public meetings; lectures. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Counsel, you will observe the rule that every 
other lawyer observes before this committee or I will have you re- 
moved. Ido not want to do that. Ido not want to deprive even a 
Communist of legal counsel. 

Mr. Suusow. He has denied he is a Communist? 

The CaarrmMan. Mr. Marshal? 

Mr. Atrrep. May I ask that question, Senator, when you men- 
tioned Symphony Hall, do you mean a meeting in Symphony Hall 
that is open to the general public? 
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The CuarrmMan. You tell us what type of Communist Party meet- 
ings you attended, whether public or not. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
Mr. Aurrep. I am not a member of the party, and the way I 


understand your question, I have never attended a Communist Party 
meeting. 

The CHarrMAN. You never attended a meeting that you thought 
was a Communist Party meeting? Did you say no? 

Mr. Suusow. The answer is “No,” right? 

The CHArRMAN. Your lawyer said the answer is “‘No,’’ is that right? 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Suusow. There are two questions now. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Lawyer, [ have told you about 10 times you 
will not make speeches into that microphone. We are not going to 
use this as a transmission belt for the Communist Party. If you want 
to discuss something with your client, you will do it and this is the 
last time LI will warn you. 

Mr. Sausow. Senator, I will not—— 

The CHarrMAN. If you want to testify before this committee, we 
will swear you. 

\M[r. Sausow. I do not wish to testify. I am here as a lawyer. 
The CHAIRMAN. Stand up and raise your right hand. 

Mr. Sausow. For what purpose do you ask me to raise my right 
hand? 

The CHarrMan. ‘T’o be sworn. 

Ir. Saupow. | refuse to be sworn. I am here as an attorney. 

The Cuairnman. Then leave the room, 

Ir. SHuspow. I ask that my client be given time to get other 
COUDS* 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Alfred, is your lawyer known to you to be a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. ALFRED. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has he ever discussed communism with you? 


Mr. Aurrep. No 


ihe (CHAIRMAN Do you have any reason to believe he is a Commu- 
nist? 
Mii ALI LED. No 


Che CHArRMAN. Yesterday I asked you whether or not you had 
employed a Communist lawyer, and you started to say “No,” and 
you were coached by your attorney to say ‘‘Not anyone who is a 
Communist to my knowledge.”” Do you know any reason for that? 

Mr. Atrrep. No, I don’t think I do at this moment. I have only 
emploved two lawyers in my whole life. He is the second lawyer 
and I have only known him since December 18. 

The CuarrMAN. You say you have not employed a Communist 
lawyer? 

\Ir. Atrrep. I don’t know that he is a Communist, have never 
been told, and I have never discussed it with him. I have never em- 
ployed a Communist lawyer in my life. The first lawyer I had was 
for an eviction case and I don’t know what he was. I never asked him. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you say that you do not know whether your 

present lawyer is or is not a Communist? 


Mr. ALFRED. Yes. 
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The CuarrmMan. How do you know he is not a Communist? 

Mr. Aurrep. | don’t know. 

The CHamrMAN. You may step down. Consider yourself under 
continuing subpena. 

This will finish the public hearings for the time being. May we 
have order, please. 

This will end the public hearings for the time being. Up to this 
time there have been nine individuals working in the General Electric 
plant who have invoked the fifth amendment on communism, and a 
number of those also invoked the fifth amendment as to espionage. 
I understand that GE intends to suspend all of those who invoke the 
fifth amendment. Therefore, all cases will be referred to the General 
Electric officials. 

I would like to thank the United States marshall, Mr. Boudreau, 
for the help that he and his assistants have given us. 

Thank you very much for the help which you and your assistants 
have given us, Mr. Boudreau. 

The meeting is adjourned until further call. 

(Whereupon, at 12:07 p. m., the committee was recessed subject to 
the call of the Chair.) 
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